Google 



This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on Hbrary shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of a project 

to make the world's books discoverable online. 

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was never subject 

to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 

are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often difficult to discover. 

Marks, notations and other maiginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 

publisher to a library and finally to you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing this resource, we liave taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying. 
We also ask that you: 

+ Make non-commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these files for 
personal, non-commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain fivm automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort to Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attributionTht GoogXt "watermark" you see on each file is essential for informing people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can't offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liabili^ can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 

Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on the web 

at |http : //books . google . com/| 



I 




1 






THE 


ANSWER 


OF THE 


Earl of Nottingham 

T 



Mr. Whiftm^s Letter to Him, 

Concerning the 

Eternity of the Son of God, 

AND 

Of the Holy Ghoft. 

<^tmmmmmfmmmK^mmmtmmmmmammmmmmmmmmmmmmtmmmmm^mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm 

Dent. XXIX. 29. 
The ffcret Things bebfjg untci the Lord, our Gody but 
tbofe Thirds v^bicb are reveafd , belong to us^ and 
to OUT Cbudren for ever. 

I Tim. VI. V. 20, 21. 
Keep that which is committed to thy TruS^ avoidi?tg 
propbane and vain Babblings^ and Oppofitions of 
Science falfly fo calld ; whim fome profejjingy have 
erred c(mcermng the Truth. 
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S 1 R, 

Tbivk I ought togivej(mfonie Acconril 
why I did notpviblijh the followivg LeU 
ter Sooner, and why I do it Nour. 

^^ ._ P^hen I receivd your Letter (Concern- 

ing the Elternity 6£ the Son of God, and of the 
Holy Spirit, dated July lo. 171 ?• together with yovr 
Letter of Thanks to the Bifhop of London , datii 
Jan. 17. 17 if. annext to it : Tm I thdvght I was 
not J at my Tears^ to learn my Catechifm 4 yn my C«- 
riojity led me to read tbem^ knowing your Reputation 
for Learning : And Town my great Snrprixe , to find 
Jh many Teftimonies , andfo'me Texts^* vited by yon ] 
againft the DoSrine of the Trinity, by wbith you bad 
been drawn from that Opifdon and Faith , i^hichyou 
once prof efs^d 5 and which now , with the Boldnefs and 
Authority of an ApoJUe , ( like St. P^til himfelf in 
another Cafe ) Behold, I fay unto yon , is "a ratal Ozlt.i2 
" Miftake : $0 I refotvd to look into your ^otatiom^ ^l%(tL 
and covfider your Texts -, and I o'wn alfo ^pat I was ^ |x>id2rf 
Much more furprizd, to find your Quotations liable p. i«% 
tofuch ObjeSions^ ds you will fee in the enfuing Letter^ 
which Iwritfoon after yours came to my Hand, with 
an JExpi3dtiQn of feeing pUy when you came into this 
Country^ dsyouus d to do etitry Tear •, and to prepare 
my f elf As well as t was able , for your Ajfaulti, and 
not to entet ijito M open Paper 'War, knowing my own 
ignorance and W^eahiefs 5 and that I bad notfufficientU 
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prov'd the Armour, w'Mch ms fteceffatj for an En^ 
couvter with fo great a Cbampiov^ as had dcfy'd the 
Annies of the Living God. But fince you have 
leeft in Rutland, both lajt Tear and f few, and not of' 
forded me your Company herCy as formerly you were 
woM ^ and thst y»ur Letter t9 me is referred to^ in a 
late TraS by your felf as a full Evidence of the Truth 
of your DoSrine 5 and that many may take your pe- 
, remptory Affertions upon Trujf^ from fo eminent a 
Man as your felfi and Jince I have had jLeifure to ex^ 
amine your Rotations, and do find that y)u h^e per- 
yprtedlfce Scriptures^ and abus*d your^ Authors by an 
tutiM and unfair Keprefentation of the Taf ages you 
cite out of them \ I have now ^venturd to fend to the 
Vj^fs iny Animadverfions^ and phot has occtrfd to me 
vpon this SubjeS 5 that I might not^ by my Silence^ be 
thought pur Profehfe : And becaufe it is nd enough 
Rom.x.io. to believe with the Heart, but with th6 Mouth 
Confdfion is made lirito Salvation • and not con- 
fefling the Lord J^f^ before Men^ is next to the de- 
nying him. 

I do not doubtj but your Zeal viU prompt you to a 
Reply ^ and* therefore allow me to teU you the Metbodl 
' in which it will be mofi fair in its felf and fatif 
faSory to me and others^ who Jhall read it. 

1. To fiat e yovr oipn Do Brine, and to Jhew that it 
is ccnfiftent with common Senfe, and with the other 
Dofltrines of our Holy Religion 5 which^ I hope^ we_ 
agree m > y^w^ of which I have mention d in my Let- 

' ter: For^ like the Men of Capua, who would not de- 

firoy their Magiftrates^ though they extremely dijlilid 
them, becaufe they could not find better to put into 
their Places 5 you Jhould not^ in an Age, when many 
ridicule all reveaVd Religion, reproach that, which 

p. 38* is eftablifh'd among iix, as being again ff " tlie light 
" of Nature and common Senfe , till you have 

freed 
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freei your own Scheme firom thcA ObjeStWy mi evU 
dentlyfievn that it is rational aytd true. 

2, To juftify the Conftruaion, which you have 
put ufm \he "Texts , eitei iy y(fu t>Mt lof . the Scri^ 
ptures. 
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3. Not to load me with a Mukit^Kk ^of jqcw 
•Ouotations. Sdr that is to lead me into a LcAyrinA^ 
wiere ^ Man fi Uttle versed in the Fathers^ as I ad, 
win fpoftta Clue of Thread tp, bring him outefit 5 awl 
-you canitot ej6pe9tbat IJbould believe they fWe true^ or 
that I will take the Pains to examine them ^ for I may 
jufily conclude them to be falfe, tiU you have prov d 
tboje in your Letter^ which I have looked into, to be 
trmy and fairly ftated. Andfince " Tho!^ are £^ 
" Original Principal Texts and Teftimonies, P-24, & 
^' which concern this important Subj^d •," Yis in ?7' 
vain to heap up others^ which are lefs Authoritative 
and Cogent. Now whether your Rotations be true 
and fair, m a Matter of Fa3, which canfcarce bear 
a DifputCy or mq^ be eaKly decided : And tho^ if they 
were true and fair, which lamfure they are not, it 
would notfoUoWy that I ought to yield to tbeky becaufe 
there ma) be inkers , and you your f elf have mention d 
feveral , , which are plainer, clearer , and ftronger 
Alfertions of the Divinity of the Son of God and 
Holy Ghdii, than Thofe which you have produced 
againjl it : 2V, if thefe be 7tot true and fair, it will 
foUoWy that you m^ght to renounce that 'Opinion and 
DoHrinCy inta^hich you have been Jo mijled. Butj 
notwitManding this AdvoMtage^hich I have, I dare 
join Tjfue with you upon this Point of the Truth and 
Fairnefs of your Rotations. 

Laftly, As you have a Right to examine my ^ota- 

tionsy and the ConJlruSions of the Texts cited by me^ 

,X*as Have done yours \) fo I fiall he well pleased to 

fee your Ohfervations j being very fure that I have not 
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y/fWfaWy prtvartcatei in refrefevtivg them \ atii ibert' 
fore may hope I fiall not wavt-mtmy Excufes : Birt if 
J have committed any Mijfake, IJoali mUinj^ly be cor- 
reSed j for I myfelf would amend it, if I knew it. 

■ But I would not have you think, that I am pro* 
voking you to a Reply, with any Intention of Writing 
any were upon this Svbje3 : For if what I have ftad. 
in D^ence of our mofi Svly Faith he right, there will 
he no need of it : But if in any Thing I have err'd, 
'til better to rely on the Goodnefi of tbofe in Autho- 
rity, to whom I humbly fMbmit my felf, to forgive 
fucb Fault, than to repeat it, by attempting to jtt- 
flify it. 



Burley,' 
Ngr< 31. i720> 
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SIR, 

I Wm furprized to find in the Pridts, an 
1 Advercilcmcnt of vour Letter to me 
I cancerning the Eternity of ih: 
I Son of Grd, and of the Holy GholT, 
1 before 1 had receivt^ fuch Letter from 
I you, or heard ai your IntCDiion to 
I write it : 

Bui now I have read ir, I muft thaok 
I youfbrthe Jufticeyou have doneme, aPet.ii,r. 
in ranxiog mewitatD»k,nhowiilnozdejiYtheLeTdfbat6M£hf PHiU 
them ; and I trull in him, that nothinf fhall ever remove rac Ixxxix.3i$. 
from this Roci of mj Satvdtm j aod I am *ery forry that any Rpm, ix. 
io this Age hive nude him to chemfelves a Roci (f Offence. a^. 

I wifti I could as well deferve the Compliment you make Jam. iL 
nie, p. I J, and that I and others did fhev our 'failh by oitr tg, 
Worix ; tbeu tbMt wwtb} Name b} which we are eaUid wmU tigt Rom. ti. 
be blasphemed, at leaft we (hould give no Occafion fpr it : And 34. 
tho' [ am very far from imputing to you any fuch Faults, yet 1 Tim. i. 
if you coafider how many of your Followers hjve put away « ip, 
^oM Qmfckme before tbej made Sliipvreci cf their Faitb, and i,ftter to 
what Tendency your Doftrine his co produce the &mc Effefl Bifiijp gf 
in otheri, you nuy find Reafon to iha/tge tnce more your Opi- London 
nioii, and to conclude, that This, which you now profefi, p, ig. ' 
was never taught by oar Saviour, viha brnuiht Lift and Imrmir' aTim.i. 
tality toLiibr, and came into the World, and lent his Apofltcs jq, 
to turn Metfram Datkiuii to Ughty and from tbt Fswer q Satan Afts x« i 
to God. ,4. ' 

But before I fay any more of this, or proceed to die Subjea 
of your Letter, I tnull obfervc ' fome FalTages in your Intra- 
duuion -f vi^. 

I. • That mfjfit 1^. Seaton lalelj pkUijh'd, teas writ, at if p,i 
« Bwc, in yindltatian of my Froceedingi in the Hoffi of L9',dt : 
N3W I alTurc ybu, lie did not knofr of my laRotim to make 
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that Mocion, which I did there ; nor did I know that he had 
>ny Thoughts of writing m that Subjoft ; nor did I cror ft« 
>it till it was in Print I £iy not this as an Excufc for it ; it 
: needs none, and I am well p]eas*d with it ; and r raufl add^ 
; that how unfortunate foev|;c, I have been in falling under the 
i unjufl and malicions Cenfures of the World, I never have emi 
i ploy'd any Advocates to plead my Caufe ; I committed my 
I Ways to God, and. Thanks be to him, he has brought foriH 
* my Rightcoufneft as the Light, even in the Opinion of thoft^, 
PiaLxxxv. ^fjQ ^g ji^gjj. Tyrns had been my Enemies, and had laid to my 

^^' Charge TbiniS that I knew not. Befides, in this particular Cafe 

I needed no Defence ; for furely, in a ChriAian Aflembly) 'tis 
no Fault to be a Chrtflian ^ and they themfelves, who oppds'd 
tbc Claufe which I offered, declar*d their .Readinels to fubfcribe 
K, and obje^ed only, that it was not proper to the Bill thei 
before the Houfe, 

p, 1^ 2. * The CUiife whkh^ you fay^ you bad a great Hand in prepa* 

* ring^ was never offered to the Houfe ; fo I had no Oppor- 
tunity of oppofing it, as mod certainly I Hiould have done': 
but indeed I never j&w it. Some Lords did in private Dif- 
CQurfe-tell me, that fpch a Claufe had been put into their 
Hands from you ^ and I am unwilling to tell you how they 
treated ir, 

- 3. * Tou fllle the Claufe which I offered, a new Athanafian Tefi 

* to be laid'Hpon Chrift'ians, whereby^ with the F^op/ecii/W (Quakers, 
^ they were to prof efsy Sic, .< 

Jf you mean that this is a new Teifl, as being then fifflto be 
introduced into our Law, you are much miflaken. For all the 
Clergy, &c, who are to fubfcribe our 39 Articles, do fully and 
cxprcfsly afferc the fame Doftrine ^ and all who come to, and 
communicate with our Church, cither do own the fame by 
jioiniqg in our Creeds and Mtany, or they do moft grofly and 
infimoufly prevaricate with God and Man. 

I will not fay, ybu are ^Komiftaken in your Iftfinuation, that 
rliis Ted propos'd was taken fiom the Qfakers y for I am con- 
fident you inow thatit was imposed upon them as the Condition 
of their Toleration, and Very reafonaWy fure : For when In- 
dulgence was to be granted to Diffenters, 'twas intended only 
for Ctiriflians, and therefore it was neceffary to have fomc Af- 
furance of their Faith -, fo rhat it was a very ill-founded Con- 
tempt that you caft upon us, as if we had learnt our Creed 
from (Quakers •, and I think it is fo too, to call it an Athanafian 
Teft : For, great and glorious Champion as 'he was, of the 
true Primitive Chriftian Faith ; yet if we have 'no* other and 
greater Author of our Faith than Atbahafius^ I and all Mankind 
muft agree with you fo far, as that he is not a fufficienc Grobnd 
of our Faith, nor would u have been the Kock on which our 
54viour built his (Aurib. ' " ^ 

But 



But if, after all yotl mean, by iWpir, ohly that rfie faith we * 
l^rofcfs, is not what wc learnt from Chtifl and his Apofllcs, 
and was alfo pfofeft'd by the Primici? e GhriflUns : This is the 
Qucftion bctv^c^n us, and I come now to cohfidet it, after I 
have raaSc one Rcqueft to you \ \nrj 

that you will woe think ttie fo vain, as to inuginc my fel^ 
capable of managing this great Gontroverfy as ! ought j and that 
therefore yoii will net dctermiihc it (I will not fay by the 
Proofs f 4hall produce, but) by my Wcaknefs in urging them i 
for the beft Caufe may fuflfer by a^ unskilful Advocate, All * 
that I promife my felf is, that what ! fhall oHer will appear 
moire than lUfficicht to juftify me in the Fakh which I profefs *, * 

^nd fince we are obliged to give a Reafumfthe Faith and Hope i !>et. u 
that is in us^ and you have fmgled out and challenged into the 15. 
Lifts me the moft unfit of all others, 1 may in Juftice demand 
of you, and all others, ihto whole Handi thefc Papers may 
come, riot to impute to nie any proud Conceit of my own 
Performances in a Sabjeft, which we all agree co be incompre- 
henfible. I have never yct^afftfted to be an Author, even in 
Things which I might pretend to be vefs'd in, tho'I have been 
fufficicntly provok'd to it: But in the Caufe of Cod, I may 
fay,. as in the Cafe of .Trcafon, every Man is an Officer ; and 
therefore I rely upon the Candor of Mankind, at leaft to forgive 
in me, what God will accept, the Offer of a Widow's Mite. , 

I fhall now date what I take to be the ttuc Chrifltan Faith, ' 
and wh^t, I think, you have declared la your Letter to be 
yours. 

We beth agreej that there is hut One Gad^ Eternal^ Immut^t* 
ble^ &c. But the. Church of England, and indeed all the Chriftian 
Churches in the Wmli\ dnd with them I an unworthy Member^ do 
kffert and believe^ that in the Deity there are Three 'Perfons necef- ' ' ' 
farily exiftini^ the Father^ the 5bn, and the Holy Ghofty Coeternal 
and Coequal. 

You affert , * That the Son is a Creature made by God the Fa- p ^^ -o* 
« ther^ by his own WiU^ when he thought fit^ viz. a tittle before p ^l 
^ the Creation of this Worlds begotten or born after an ineffable 

* manner j and that the Holy Ohofl is a Creature too made by the P. 1 7, 1 2 

. And you fum up all in this peremptory Affenion, < That the p, gg. ' 

• Light of Nature and comm&n^nfe isflrong againft the Athanafiau 
'^ Do&rine 5 the Teflimonres for it comparatively few and uncertain^ 
^ but thofe dga'mfl it very many and very pregnant: 

Th's t fhall examine, and hope to d^fcrid our Doftrinc 
ligainft fo bold a Charge, and fhew that your bodtrine is liable 
'to thcfe very Objcftions. 

And here I muft obferve, that you are ietting up a new, but 
^ very improper and inadequate little, by which we are to de- 
icrmioe this Controvcrfy ; For tho' tliat which may U knw>n Rom r«i^ 



t4l 

of (M(di is mamftfi U nx, yec &rely die Light of Nanire, f/e/i 
Mactitvi. andBlootiy could Bcvcr have dU9Dver'd to us Cbrift tbeStnof the 
17, i8. JL/>ii^ Cro(/; This^r«# Myfitty 0/ Godlinefs, God moiufefted in 

1 Tim. ill* /i&e Ftefbt which, even after what has been rcveal'd ot it, ftill 
i6» furpaitcs our Comprchenfioo. ' 

But if the Light of Nature, and even the RevelatiQO, which 
Gpd nude to the Jeips from Heaven, could not make the Ce* 
Hcb.x. I* mers theremtto perfeffj but there needed a Second Difpeofation 
Ver. 20. by which we are fandtfy'd ^ arc we to be curn'd to thefe weai 
Gal. iv. $• and beggarly RuMmMs for our Inflruftion in the Knoii|ledge of 
^tx^A* %\\t Lord Jefus, which pafieth Knowledgb | and as to a Rule, 
£ph. iii. by which we are to judge of the Reveladon which God in 
19. the latter Times jias given us, by fpeaking to us hv his 5b/i, 

Heb. i. 2. and negleft the true Light, which Hgfitctb every Man that cometb 
Johni.,^. into the World ? 

However, if we muft be fathoming this Abyfsbf the infinite 

Wifdom of God, methinks thofe, who attempt it, (bould 

frame fuch a Scheme, as is, at leaft, confident with common 

Senfe, how different foever it be from the Revelation of God 

Matth. vi. '" *« Holy Scriptures 5 for if even the JJgbt (of Nature) that 

2 ^, is in thee be Darinefst bw great is that Darknefs I 

I ask therefore, 
I. If our Saviour be but a Creature, how can Divine Wor* 

Ihip be paid to him agreeable to the Light of Namre ? Or how 
Rom. 1.20k ^Q ^g change the Truth of God into a Lye ( which is the Ac- 
Vcr. 25. count the Apoflle gives of it) agreeably to common Senfe ; 

And this in fpight of the many exprefs Texts of Scripcure, and 
Gal. iv. d. the firfl Conunandment, in doing Service to one^ who by Nature i$ 

no God, 

For no Excellency whatfoever, (hort of the Godhead, can 
Ifa. xlii. 8. encicle any Perfon to Divine Worfliip ; for God wiU not give his 

Glory to another \ and what the Angel (aid to St. Jchn^ is no lefs 
Rev, xix. true in this Cafe, See thou do it not^ for I am thy Pelhw Servant j 
)o, »orfhip God. So that if he be a Creature, he ought not to be 

worfliiipp*d ^ or if he mufl be worftiipp'd, he mull be God. 
You may perhaps give me a (hort Anfwcr, w^. That you 

do not think our Saviour Chrift a proper and direR Oh\t(i of 

Divine Worfhip. Some of your Quotations come very near to 
P. 1; it 5 and you exprefsly fay, and even boaft, that you * never 

* make the Holy Ghofi the direft ObjeS of any Doxology at aJL * 

TJie Foundaiioil of which muft be, becaufc you reckon Wm to 

be a Creature ^ and this Reafon holds with yon in the Cafe of the 
Pfal.xcvii. Son alfo. But I am unwilling to carry my Sufpicion fo far> 
7* becaufc this Worfliip of Chrift is not oniv permitted, but com- 
Hcb. i. 6. manded even to the Angels j Ut aU the Angels of God mr/hif 
Later to him. And you acknowledge that fome of the Scripture-Doxo- 
the Bifl}op logics are direftcd to * the Father tmd tb: Son jointly^ fome ca 
of LondoQy ^ JefHS Chriji only.. '" - - - - - 

p. 9, !<?. ' h Ao: 
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9. According to the common S^nfe and Notion, we have of 
created Beings, whaterer is made may be unmade. Can the 
Son of God he annihilated ? If this be too harlh Blafphcmy to 
be alTerted, as furely it is, then there i$ a Creature, (^who tho' P. 2^. 
you fay, be is gwertid by God as his Ood^ yet ) is in^his refpeft Mactb. 
too hard ior his Creator, who by giving all Power in Heaven and X](viii«i8« 
in Earth to the Son, muft confequently remain himfelf not oni- 
ntpocent : Or, if he does, the Son is omnipotent too^ and then 
if the Son be a diflind Being, there are Two Omnipotents, 
which is abfurd and contradi^ious : For you. fay in your ^uo- P. i5. 
cation out of Clemens Alexandrinus, ^ The Sdn cannot he ever a5- 
« flruSed^ as being Lord of aU, The Addition of, efpecially while 
* he mnifiers to the Will of his good ojnd heavenly Father^ ( which 
moft ceruinly he always does, tho* efpeciaUy feems to imply 
4iac Ibmetimes he docs not fo ) is not given as the Reafon of 
this his Irrefiflibility ^ hue the Foundation of it is, as bein^ 
Lord ef all; that is, God^ and as fuch he does always do the 
Will cf his Father, for they have but one and the fame WilL 

But I mufl not let pais, without obferving, how unfairly 
you have tranflatcd thisPaflage in Clemens Alexandrinusy as will 
appear by the true rendring (^ it ; vi^f^. 

(^) Neither can He (the Son) tuer be cbfhu^ed by any other^ 
heing Lard of ally and chiefly^ or mtfi of aU^ mofl perfeOly mini* 
firing to the Will of the good and heavenly Father, 

And in the very next Line, he is laid to be (^J begotten with* 
wt a Beginning y which fully denotes his intimate Union with 
the Father, and confequently that he will nor, cannot ever be 
obfiruded by him; for, as I Aid, they have one and the fame 
Will. 

9. In another of the (Quotations 'tis faid, < That the San is <^ p. i^; 
« riv*dfrom the Skbftancetf the Father 5 and yet there is added, 
« that he is a made God, created by the Father. Hpw are thefc 
confifteat \ For if the Subflance of the Father be uncreated, 
whatever is of that Subftance mufl be fo too \ but to be crea- 
ted, and yet to be of an uncreated Subftance, a created un« 
created is a Contradiftion. 

4. I prefnme you do agree, that our Lord Jefus was a true, 
proper, and meritorious, ex|>iatorY Sacrifice, and made foil Sa- 
tisfadion to |he Juftice of his Father far the Sins of Mankind, 
according to this new Covenant of GracCi I ask then. How 
can a Creature (as you ailert him to be ) have fuch a Degree 
of Merit, as to deierve the Pardon of other Men's Sins? Can any 
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Creature do more than what 15 his Dutj to do? And the 
greater the Perfeftions are, with which any Creanire is endued, 
in the fame Proportion the greater is his Duty too, fo that lie 
can have no Merit ; And ic may be truly faid of the higheft 

luke xvii. ci^^^ted Beings, as our Saviour teaches us to lay, tha^ we rnn 

JO ' unprofitable Servants^ and add nothing to the cffcntial Glory of 

God, who was infinitely happy before there were any created 
Beings, and needed not the Service of any Creatures. 

If you will fay, that Almighty God was plea&d ne?erthr- 
lefs to accept this Sacrifice, you may better fay, that infinite 
Goodnefs might have pardonVi us without any Sacrifice to his 
Juflice for our Sins, and with the Socmans deny the Merit and 
Satisfaftion of Chrift ; and then, I am afraid, I may %« (us 

I Cor. XV. ^^' ^^^^ ^^^h '/ ^krift he not rifenj our Faith is vatn^ we are yu 

I y^ in our Sins, 

But again ; if he be a Creature, the Socimans fcem to be ao 
the right : For *tis hard to reconcile to the juftice of God the 
layiog upon an innocent Perfon, an only begotten Scm, in whom 
he was well pleasM, the Sjns a,nd the Inicfuities of us all, and 
the Punifhmcnt of them too;^ nay, tho* his voluntary Under- 
taking of this for us, and his coming into the World for this 
Purpofe, may, in fome Sort, anfwcr the Objeftion to the J4- 
ftice of God, yet it miy be too great a Prefumption in a Crea- 
ture, CO offer himfelf as a Sacisfaftion to the Jufiice of God 
againll ur Sinners, bccaufe it implies fochan Opinion of his 
own Merit, as would not become a Creature, who Cas I faid 
before) can have none. 

p' • 5. By your (^notation out of Irenaks you aferce, thtt Cw i, 

' ^^* 25. Let us make Man after our Image^ was fpoken to the Son 

and Holy Ghof^ j which is one of the Texts which have been 

urg'd for the Proof of the Trinky : But if the Son be a i^rea* 

ture, and the Holy Ghofl the Creiture of that Creature, how 

ftrange Would it be, and unbecoming the Majcfty of the 

Pfal I 1 Wighcy God, fwho bath fpoken and ffdlied the-Wwld frjom the ri- 

P 1*1 * * Jingof the Sun unto the goin^ down-thereof ) t9 take C9Unfely]z%\yov{ 

exprcfs ic out of H:rmas^ of his Creatures, in tbe glorious 

Rom 1 20 '^Vprk of the Creation •, which was a full Evidence to the Hea- 

Rom* *xi * ^^^° ^^ ^'^ eternal To^er and Godhead, Who hath been hisCoun- 

t\om. XI. j.^^^^^ ^^.^j^ g^^ ^^^^^ ^ ^^ ^^.^^ ^,^ Cmfellor, haPh taU£bt him, 

Ilk xl 1? Taith 7/^//2^ ••' 

" * ^* Somewhere I Jiave read of a jphilofopher, who, reading the 
firft Chapter of Genefa^ was in Admiration of k, laying, Ic 
was the nobleA and mod proper Account, and bcft fuiced to 
theMajcfty and Omnipotence of the Sjupreme God ^ th4t ( to 
ufe the Pfalmtfl\ Exprcilion ) could form the HeaVens by his 
Pf. xxxiii. Wordy and all the Hoft of them by the treath of Ms. Afouth. Thus 
6, much the Light of Nature and common Senfe could teich ; 

And has Revelation extinguifti'd this Light ? No fure v i^r 

whom 
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wl^om they not inmifig wor/hipfd^ this has dcclar*d to us: Wc oviypoiv^ 
dp HOC doaUbnc ihacall Things i^cre made by che Word-^ but |7f^ 
then wc fiy coo, chat therefore the Wwdwas Goli: For, Hcythat Afts x^ii. 
built aUThings^ k God. This Doftrine anfwers ail Difficukies, 23. 
and *d5 much eafier to believe a Myftery, which has been re- John !• 
veaFd by die Spirit of Truth, tho* it furpafles our Co;nprehen* v. i, 2. 
Hon, than to reconcile to our Underftanding , common Senfe, Heb. iii. 4. 
and che Lighc of Nature, how a Creature can be omnipotenc, P. r), 14, 
or be made a Gody or was made God^ fas vou and your Authors, 16^17 ^. 
as TouCite them^ aflert) by that God, who fays, // there^Gd Ifa. xUv.'8.' 
befides me ^ Tea^ there is mGody I know notany* xlv. 22. 

6. Jf the Holy Ghoft be the Creature of IcfusChrift, as you 
zttctt -J and if Jcfus Chrift took the Manhood iht6 God, as 
we fay, or into that excellent Being made by God, as you 
Xay •, for I prefiime. we both agree, he was truly Afan^ and that 
all together he was upon Earth One Perfm ; how is it reconci- 
lable to common Senfe, that che Creature (hould form any v 
Part of him, by whom he himfe|f was created? For the Holy 
Ghoft overChadow'd the BIcfTed Virgin, and that which wasan^ . ^ ' •< 
cert;V/ii befy was of the Holy Ghoft. Did he, who at firft made Jj^'^:^' 
Man, and could raife his own Body from the Dead, want the ^^^^'-^^ 
Help of his Creature to form a Body for himfelf in the Vir- • . ... 
gin's Womb ? Again it is faid, Godgtveth not the Spirit by Mea- J^;" t"' , 
fure to him \ Did he want his own Creature to aflif^ him in his ^^ 
miracuious Works here on Earth ? Could he make him, and • - ^ . 
vet not have him without the fpecial Gift of God ? Could he fend J®"" * ^* 
nlm to his Difciples fas he fays, I will [end him to you) and could ^* 
he not take him tohimfelf. But the Belief of Three Perfons in the 
Godhead (chd* the Scriptures mention them as the Creator, che 
Redeemer, and the Sandifier of Mankind^ frees us from che in* 
confident Difficulties of your Scheme, becaufe they concur as 
one God, in the Creation of the World, and the Redemption of 
Mankind* ' 

Thefe Things may be fufli.cient to (hew, how much better, Pt cxxxi* 
and (afer it is for us noc*t6 exercife our felves in Things tod i* 
high and wonderful iox us, nor to feek Things too bard for usy Eccl.xxx'. 
leaning to our own Vnderftandingy left we be wife in our (xwn Con^ 21, &c* 
eeitSy and incur the Cenl'ure, which one Man after God's own Bom. xi« 
Heart, and another the wifeft Man, have fix*d upon fuch bold, 25. 
Attempts. Pf.cxxxi. 

. And this will appear to be the more our Duty, by contider^ i* 
in| the Confequclices which fuch Doctrines have had, and may Proy.xxvi* 
ftill have upon the Minds of Men. For, i^* . 

1. I am confident that the Doctrine of Arim^ which fpread 
it felf fo largely and chiefly in Ajla and Africa y may be truly 

faid to have laid the Foundation of Mahometanifm^ which that . .1 > r 

Impoflor built upon it : For when that Heretick Ariw had af» . { 

ierced ifhc Unity of the Godhead in fuch Terms as to exclude . . t 

4 the . . 
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the Son and Holy Ghoft, making our Lord Jefus Chrift co be 
, no more than a Crcacure, which any Prophcc is, tho' one be \ 
fuppos*d the older and more excellent Creature of the Two ^ ' 
it became eafy for Mahomet to perfuade the Minds of Men, fo 
prcpar'd to receive his Do^rine , f which in a great Meafiire 
agreed with that of Arius ) and nimfelf as a Prophet, who 
lhcw*d-them ftill a more excellent Way : And it was a juft Judg- 

I TheC II, ment from Hcavtn to fend them aftrong Delufm , tbat theyJhoklJ 

II) 12. Mievl^a Lye, becaufe they rcctired not the Love of the Truth ; 
or rather, when they W received it, put from them the Wqrd^ 

Afts xiii. Oody and by fo doing had jud^d them/elves unworthy of everlajt* 

ifi. trig Life. 

2. It mud alfo have as ill an EfFeft upon the Jews , by har- 

denine them in their Infidelity and Blafphemy : For as thq 

iCor.i. Crucifixion of Chrifl was at firfl a Stumbling-Block' t^ them, 

dg. * who had heard out of their Law, and expeded that their Mf^ 

JctonxvL ^ fiah fhoidd abide for ever ^ fo it muH: be no lels a Stumbling* 

34. . block to be told, that their Mefliah is a mere Creature, if they, 

have an Opinion that he is to be the Son of God, God equal 

to God ^ as, I fli^Il (hew by and by, was the Notion and Be- 

P. JO* lief of their Forefathers ; and therefore , not This Do^rine, as 

you fay , but T(»irs will appear a ftrange Doctrine to the Jews ^ 

and if Chrifl be no more than a Prophet , they will Hardly be 

John viiif ibduced to believe that he was greater than their Father Abra,^^ 

5g* ham, or than Afofes , whole Difciples they arc , and who kmw 
ohn IX. that God (pake to him. . ' . 
a8^ 2^5 3. Confider what Advantage you give to the Scepticks of 
this Age , who deny al) reveal'd Religion : For they will think 
they have as much Right to the Light'of Nature and conunon 
Senfe as your felf -, for this is the mofl equally divided of any 
Thing in the World, becaufe every Man thinks he has enough 
of it ; tho' that very Thought is a full Proof that he has not 
1p^ Now very probably you may confirm them , by the Au- 
thorities you have fo confidently cited ,' in the Disbehcf of the 
Religion into which they were baptized -, becaufe all Men are' 
apt to believe thofc in the Right who favour their own Opini-* 
^ onsor Wiihes-, but I cannot think they will be convinced by 
thofc Authorities to embrace your Scheme of Religion ^ and 
then they will recur to the Sufficiency of their own commpa 
Senfe ^ and I hope I have (hewn, that your Scheme is not to 
' be fupportcd by common Senfe ; and I hope to fhew, that it 
is not to be fuppp^ted by Scripture, peitber •, which is wreQcd 
by you to a Senfe very different from the plain Meanhig of the 
Texts ihemfelves, which you qoote, and of many other Places 
I Cor. XV. both of the Old and New Teftament, exprefly affcrtii^g the- 
II- Dortrine, which St, /^^w/ and the ApoftJes fo preach'd, jm//« 
1 Cor, it we believe -, being aflur'd that the World by Wifdom €^ntX)C 
a': know God J that is, 6) know as he is rtvcal'd tons by the 
■ "* I -' ^ G<%l^ 
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Gofpel, ni^ In the Words winch Matis Wifdm fedcbetby Ut wbkb i Cor. ii; 
the lioljf^boS teacbetb. For tbe nitwral Man receivetb 'not the 19. 
• Tbinis of tbe Spirit of Xiodf for tbcji ate Poolitbnefs to him j neither Vcr. 14* 
can be know them^ iecaufe tbey are fpiritualfy £fcern% 

I conle now to your tcictis and Teftimonies, of which I have 
tome few Things to obferve : 

t. f ou fay ; < Tbefe^ which yon have ched , are tbe principal P, 24; 

* Original Texts and Teflimohies^ which concern the impoirtanP sub- 

* jeS bejare usy viz. The vobmtary Generation and Creation of tbe P. 29; 
^ Sm <^Goiy and againfl hisCoeterraty with tbe Father. 

And yet you have quoted but Six Texts out of, the Bible, 
and Two of them are out of the Apocrypha^ which is indeed al» 
loiy'd by the Papifts, but not by Proceftants, as a fufficient 
Ground for eflabliftiine any Article of Faith. But however, ^th Aric 
theft and the others I (nail examine by and by. ' of the J9« 

2* As for your Teftimonies \ I cannot pretend to fo much 
Leamrag, as to difcufs them with yon, as I ought. But I am 
aftonifli'd that you- have dared to ^ < appeal tofo mawf great p. ^q; 

* Menof onrCbnrcbf myon have named, for tbeTrutb andPm^ 

* neft of ytm {Rations and AJferthms : For I make no Doubt, 
but I my felf Oiall be able to fliew that they are neither /nir nor 
trke. 

And when you have made good your Claim to the Anteni-^ 
me Fathers, by confuting what the Reverend Bifliop Bail has 
INiblilh'd of their Senfe, and when you or any Man elfe has 

g'ven a juft Anfwer to the excellent Trafts writ by Dr. fVater-^ 
ndy in Vindication of Chrift's Divimty -, then, and i»t till 
then, will ic be proper or decent to triumph as you do,^ That p m^ 

* tbe TefiimordesjoronrDoSrine are few and uncertain 5 and then ^ * 

* alfo there wiUbe no need of tbofe very many and pregnant ones^ 

* wbich, you lay, are agamfltt :* Befidcs, Ihould they prove to 
be ihch as you nave cited in your Letter to me, which it feems 
are the beft you can produce, they will be like Arrows ihot up 
towards Heaven , they will fiill upon your own Head , but do. 
your Adverfiry no Harm. 

Among your Teftimonies, I lind Two taken from /(firx, who 
furely are very improper Evidences againft the Divinity of our 
Saviour, tho* they may be very good Witnefles to prove the 
Divinity of the Meffiahy when they exprefly aflen i^ or Iky 
what neceffarily tends to it, as I hope to (hew. 

But as you fum up your Evidence, fo you alfo give me a 
Summary of your Faith , as bcfbre-mention'd 9 but I am fur- 
priz*d to find it deduced from Authors, who in the Places yoit 

d Arcbbifbopyfrkt^ Bi/bifHoQfcr, Bi/hop Smsdtidgfi ^ Bi/bop P.4o7 

cjge 
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cue out of them, alTerc Propofitiois inconflHettt »itb , and con^ 
. tradiO^^} to<ht fcvcriil Arciclcs of that Faith which you pro* 
fcfs ; Now cither you ought to wke all they fay for true, which, 
if your Quotations were fair and juft, is in^pcrflible ; or if yoa 
take that Part only which you like beft, then 'tis net upon their 
Authority that you do it j for their Authority is as flrong for 
oae Part as the other *, but you chyfe what faits with yo^r No- 
tions, which you had taken up from fome other Reafons, per- 
baps y QQf fJibt of N^twre^ orjfpiar omnm Sei^e ^ ^nd the ropft, 
that tbofc Authorities can fi^nify, is co countenance you i« 
your Opinions ) and yet they can pe but of little pfe CTca tq 
this, it they be inconiiftent with tbemfelves i as will appear 
by fimie Inftaoces. 

I. Yqu wiU tajce it iU, ^ I ihouJd not gllow that the 7*«fli* 
monies you have quoted, didafiert tha^t the Son of God was 4 
Cteatkre^ made^ b^^aUetiJ^y the IVit of hU F^^er^ or created ^ 
fo I need not mention them here : And for the prefent , till I 
come tP'Cxaniine them, 4et it )»e grimtc^* 

But ^ tjieXc very T^flioioaiQ jC9(ne do likewife alTert, 

P-»J' JitmtobfGfd. 

^4* Jife ir^tf a true Godj «r tr^Iy C?^ 

19* : fr^d tfroduced it Spirit li}ic unto h\aii3kl[y J^^^ 

the Powers of God the Father. 
^^' .- rkeS$H ^kne it h^fo^'dmfb^tbe Patern<il Wfjidff* 

2^- , GqdtheWord^ 

^7- ^ you your ftlf, fp^aWnj; of the Pbce in the He^ews^ qi the 

fiternal^pf^itt do %, ferbafs this Fl^ce hehnft to the Dh 

vine Jf^ature $r Word itfelf m ChriQ. 
^^' ^nfl yqu.ftik him, cur lotd and Qd Cbrifi Jefks. 

^^* And you 4Cgue out of Ei^ebiHs^ That, the Holy Gboft is mt God, 

becaufe he did not receive hi$ feneration from the Father j 

The Conli?quence of which Argument is , that Chrifl mkfi 

be Gody bccWc he did receive his Generatm from the Far 

fber. 

Now that the Son Of God (hould be tr^fy God, the true 
God ^ that the Divine Hh^t/arey chfe very Paternal Pignity (bould 
be in him ; that he fhould h^vc all the, Powers of God the Fa- 
|h(r, aad.be only a Creature, is what I cannpt pofllMy un- 
derQand or reconcile , but m^fl leave it to your common 
p Senfe. 

^ ^' A made God^ as youftile him froQi Otigen •, or an only, h^^often 

P ad ^^* Uom EMfelbiiiSy in the Senfe which you give it, v;^^ tht 

*• fame^as crtatedy may become the Heathen Mythology ar-d Thc- 

ogony, tho' the wifeft even of them contemned it : And is it 

to be tranfplartced iotoChriftianity? 

What 
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What yon quote out o( Ipipbanltifj d£ Orl^erfs Op\6hni 
Tncvv6 plainly, that he thought ic very abfurd , perhaps impi* 
bu«. < For^ fays he , vben Origen fays the Son is a made Go/, 

• he plainly determines^ that he is but a created Being ; and this 

* Epiphanius )i^l^ centwres^ by calling it a bold Attempt upon 
^God. ' 

I do not pretend that all OrheiCi Opinions can be defended, 
Jhe was ji great PlatMifi ^ anaas they were feme of fhe firf) 
^ho embraced Chriflianity, (o they were alfo fome of the for- 
^ardefl co corrupt the Simplicity of it;^ by grafcing into it 
fQttic of their Notions, But in this Particular before us, tho' 
Epiphanius^ who wrote above a Hundred Xears after the Death 
of Origen^ charges him with this Opinion , yet pamphiluSy who 
liv'd in or near the Time of Origen^ and wrote an Applogy for 
fiim, dectates Orfgen^s $entimefits of the Trinity as Orthodox* 
sind in TerMs as plain, as afterwards the Nicene Council and 
Athanafms himfelf exprefs'd the Dotlrine which we now pro- 
fefs J and if the Writings of Origen were corrupted even in his Epift. ad 
own Time, as he himfelf complains they were, they might be Char, in 
much more fo after his Death. And Pamphilus^ who was him- Akxan- 
Yetf a Martyr, may juflly be prefum'd to (late truly, as well dria, an^ 
as to know better, what the Opinions o^ Origen were, than nexdto 
Epiphanius, for the Reafon I htve mentioned. Bcfides, if thofe Pamphi- 
Tradls of Origen^ which, by your (Quotations out of them, you lusV Apo- 
acknowledge to be genuine, do furnifh me with ?k{\9gts plainly hgy\ 789, 
and c/e4r(y ex pretfing the Doftrine of the Trinity \ and if your 
Qpocatiogs out of .him to fupport the contrary, do not amount 
to ic,*or are mi fairly and truly rcprcfcnted by you , as I hope 
to (hew 5 then I may conclude ^hat Origen % Opinion is more 
truly (fattd by Pamphilius than by EpiphaniHs \ ^nd that you 
have very ill fupported Epiphanius's Charge againfl hxtsu 

2. A Second Inflance of the Inconjiflency of your Quotations,' 
and Which indeed is a Contradiffiony is, that in them it is faid ^ 

r 

The Son of God 



'Was made of a Subflance be- 
gotten, or made by God. 



P. 1 2. ffe wot d Suhftance^ be- 
gottek ^ by the uivine 
Foi»eu 

P. I2» A Beingy begtitten^ made, 
created^ becaufe his Sub- 
fiance is not any Thing un* 
begotten. 



Was dcriv'd from the Subr 
ftance of the Father. 

P. 17. Derh'd from the %b* 
fiance of the Father* 



P. 13. God begat of hinfelf a 
certain rational Power^ 
which ii caWd by the Holy 
Spirit fometimes Son , 
fometimes God. 

P. 23. 1 B P*2d: 



[ll] 



p. ja. The very Suh^miet »/ mt 
SaviMT n^tfi fi^ the unbe^ 
gotten Subfiafice of the 
father^ but was it feif 
begotten by the Divine 
Power- 



p. j;. l>\my(ivii\n^po[es not om* 
h a Difference of the ikb^ 
fiftences of the Father and 
the 5on, but a Diver/ity of 
Subflance^ an Inferiority of 
Power f and a Difference (^ 
Glory. 



K i6> The Father^ Sm^ and H^ 
iyGhofi are Three Sub- 
fiances. 



Tfje Greek 
Word for 
Communi- 
care k xjot- 
v'ov-^ but 

Commune 
aliquid 
habere* 
p. 26. 



t. i6. Mr. Whifton'x Jkcoim^ 
of the ttotion of tbt An^ 
cients k^ 7%rx Word was 
in an ineffable Manner 
begd^ten or created out of 
hk (God's) Subflance into 
a Tealjnbjifttni Per{on or 
Beii^g. And^ 

P. 1 9. Endued with aU the Pow^ 
ers of God the Father. 
P. 20. Rufebius fays^ God 
the Ward was alone^ be- 
. gotten of him {Vi W. 
wt of hiniy as kfaid be^ 
fore , P. 36. out of hk 
Subftance) by a Comma- 
nicatioo from him that 
begat bim^ and he was de* 
dared God of God ; 
(which are the very Words 
of the\ Niceoe Creed. ) 

M \ 

P. i6. The Efflux of the Eter- 
nal Light ( that is , rft 
the Words of the Nicenc 
Creedf Light of Lighc.^ 

But I muft obferve, in your (Quotation aboTe-itienttonM one 
of Eufebiw , Demonftr. Evang. I. 4. c. i $. yoar Tranflarion of 
f«7B;^» T« diuvi<nLVT&9 by a Communication from him that begat ^ 
is not jttfl and proper ; for ic ought to be rendered ^By a Corrt^ 
munion , a Participation or taking Part of him that begat. So 
^71^ is rranOared, Neb, ii. 14. he took part ^ and fo fJul7ox&' 
is rendered in fevcral PJaces of the Scripture j for fuiixf^ is of 
the fame Signification as x/^/t^tfj^fiTy to have in common '^ which laft 
Word is us'd in the fame Text « ffeb. ii. 14, in the (ame Senfc 
as puri^ is there us'd ^ and xjuvmlx is rendered Communion^ 
I Cor. X. 6. And ( find in my Lexicon^ that (juni^ 9 prtifri^ eft 
cum a/iquo habere ^ and that the Latins have no other Word co 
cxprefs it, but only by participare^ or participem effe ; So that 
Communion^ partaking^ or taking part of him , is fomecbing more 
thin a Communication from bim^ This laft (ignifies , imparting 
CO another what was not his before : Communion is , having in 
common wliat both Partners have an equal Right to. The Diffe- 
rence therefore is very material ; unlefs you mean that what 
was communicated from God the Father^ was his own Sub* 
Aance, ( as you fay , was the Notion of the Ancients ) and the 
Confequencf of this I have already (hewn to be , that he mud 
be Uncreated ^ and then you muft acknowledge the Words of 
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ttie iittene Crcfd co be true and proper, due he is i/bt^ipiQ-^ tf 
we Skbfiaace mtb the Father, .,^ 

tio noc objeft to me, chat I am di?iding the Divine Enence^' 
and fo making Two Gods: For , as in the above-mention'd 
text, tieb. ii. 14. bv tailtii part of the jfame^ he had the whole 
human Nature, and was perfe^ Man ^ fo as gm/> he had tjk 
i»boie Divine Nature, the Fuhtefs of the Godhead, in hiiq ; and 
tras perfeS God : And as by having the whole human Narufe 
in him, he was not att Men , but one Man -y fo by having the 
Vrhole Divine Nature^ he was not aU the Ferfons^ but one Perfin 
)n the Holy Tiriility. And this is the Language of Tertidlian^ as 
stifo ojt EufebtHff Origen^ 8(c« ( as I OuU herein after mention) 
« Three Ferfons , not by SeB'toh , cr Separation of the Divini 
^ Ejence , bia in Aank and Ordet occorMng to. tbt Dtifihe 

• ittfivofjuajh ... 

And this is fuch a Myftery, that Eufebitu fkys^ (^) tha;tno EccI;Him| 
iVords can be found fufficient to exprefs the Generation and Dig^ ^* i. c. 2* ' 
irf^jf , the EJJence arid Ifatiire of Cbrifi. And OrJien fpcaks to «ftf rtp- 
thc fame Effeft : (k) there arefome Things^ whofe Sigmjkatidi ^r^ ^4* 
no Man can proper Ij explain by any Words of human Langua^ : For^ c 2. 
as he fiys, (^) God only Father ^ Son ^ and tioly Ghoft^^ bath the^ PamoTi. 
Knowledge of bimfelf I have ventured to quote, this Book dt Apol* ^ 
Ortgen, htcixxit kujebiHi Yai laid the fame; and fo does thtp*iiil 
5crijf)ture too : For no Man knmeth the &«, but the Father.:!^ net- Matt. Jib 
therfinoweth any Man the Father y fave the Son. Which text is 2'fi 
frequently apply'd by the Ancient Fathers, td denote the In* 
comprehenfibilicy of the Divine Nature of Chrift ; and fo it is 
faid of the Word of God, Rev, xix* I2« ke bad a tiamt written^ 
that none knew but he bimfelf. 

. And therefore I may much more expeft from yonr Juflice 
fuch a tohftruftion of my Expreflions in this Letter^ as is fiis* 
able to the F'aith for which I am pleading. ^. .,^ 

I proceed to the particular Exa^nination of your T(;(UfflOf 
hies, (thofe, I mean, which are taken out of fuch ^ooks as t 
have in m^ Library) and Qiall Qie>v, that your (Quotations are 
heichcr fjiir nor true ; and ftiall follow the Order m which you ^u^-* .j|> 
havfc placed them in your Letter, when t have made fame furr% Denjonfw 
ther Obfervatioris upon your Quoucloa above-mention'd tuc ol 7^^\. 
tufebius. r J ^ li4,Cii^ 
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^ ('; rim fdf Iv ig d^iofy dji'Se 7% Mdi f ^^ic9 1$ ^9wH 

UVf Av OiC tH4^^f d&}TtlfX4lif we/79 K^'pQ'i 

(^) Sunc quxdam (Quorum ngnificationompropri^ ttullus 0#»^ 
n^no potefl humans Iinguz fcrmonibus exph'care. 
(^) Sohis enim Deus. Pmr^ Filins^ 8c.Spirilttl Safiftus fid 

fcicntiam tenets 



Ti4l 



Which you render, p. 20. 



gotten of bim tji a Cbr^unicat 
tlm from him that b^at him^ 
"tfbo' tpof the Vnbegotten , the 
Jkfl andtie^eater Being : And 
te was declar'dGod <jf God^ and 
caffd the Cbrifi and the Anointed. 



But in the Greet it runs thus : 



fhdtte Ward mas alone be- ' (^) God the Wtxtd having pax-^ 



ticfpated of the Divhe^ to aU 
incommwkahle ^ Paternal Fror 
grancy ^ and being alone begotten 
of bim \ and by a Farticrpation^ 
or takwg Fart of him who bega^ 
hmy who was the Vnbegotten^ 
and the Fir 89 and th^ Greater ^ 
being manifefted to be God of 
Gody was caltd Chrifl, and the 
Anointed^ 



The Difference between thefe Two Tranflations is obvious ; 
and what I fhall obferve upon this PafTage, will (hew how very 
unjufi and unfair you haVe been in reprefenting ic* 

t. You hare omitted the firtl Part of it, tho* it was the pro- 
per Introduftion to the Conclufion of it ; and indeed the Rea-^ 
jbn why the Word of God was call'd Chrift ahd the Anointed, 
vf^. becaufe be was anointed with the Divine^ IncommimicabUj 
Paternal Fragancy ^ but this did not fuit with your Doftrinc, 
being too ftrong an Af&rtion of his Oivinity ^ for if he had aU 
the Dmnf, the rery Faternal Attributes of God , incommunica- 
ble to ali Creatures^ then flirefy he is not a Creature, for it will 
be gr<tfs Blafphemy to aflert it ^ he muft be God, 

I 

^. I fijfvc before obferv'd your Tranflation of fa-rex? ^V * 
C6Airaunication 5 1 now |idd, Why do you tranflate (jl^tux? .95 
yivvi^rnvt®- by a Communication from him that begat i For 
iji^ Grammar will not bear it -, and , 2dly , Neither will good 
Seafe .' For fuppofmg Communication were a proper Significa- 
tioti of f^i'nyji , there muft be a Communication of jomething^ 
95 weif as a V^erfon from whom the Communication is made ^ buc 
^ yourXf^nnation nothing is faid to be communicated, but 

^ itr tt/feMtif the Communication is of him that begat : And this 

* ^was very proper to what follows it. For, 

^. You have left out the word And, which Ihould have pre^ 
iqo^td,: by 4€ommmcation -, and inferted it before , He was de» 
dared G^y that your Reader might think, he was begot by 4 

« ■ 

. 4^) T3^ ^diidi^ ^ mm dxMivmnrH ^mreiftSIf doaJfat^fmH^ 

^viouyr®- d^f/uvh^ ^ <2s>e/rv 1^ ^^i^orQ^ d^y 04(0 6fv «^^«a 

Commu- 



CommttBicariaii from him« of fome Creaced SiiUkBoe» n joi 
iky. in yourLeuer ^ and cliac Enfeb^ in this Paifage, by your 
quociog ic, fupporced that Opinioii ^ yet chU is far otherwik : 
For tho' ic be true, chac he is the -only begouen Son of God^ 
bccaufe he partakes of him that begat him -, yet the Jncent of 
£ufebius in this Place was not to prove that Propofid^n, i>uc co 
give a Reafim why and how he was God of God^ fvki* by a 
Parcicipacion of God. 

And therefiM-e if yon wouM allow Ekfeb'mtto fpeak for him* 
lelf, and his own Senfe, it is plainly this : That Ga/ the iV^d is 
the Mfy b^gBUtn of the Father ; chac he is tfiUy God , for be 
partakes of him, and his Divine Nature ondEffence ; and becaoTe 
he ^ anoutted with all the Divine^ IncommunkablCf Paternal- At- 
tributes, he is (lil'd Cbrifif and t^e anointed^ ' 

. And though he that higu , is faid co be tJie Flrfl and the 
Greater ^ yet this muft be undcrftood, as others, who have us'd 
the like fixprefTions, have explain'd them , vi^^* in Rank and 
Order, not in State and Dignity \ and Euiebhu^ in this very Place* 
goes on and cites the 4$ch P[alm, ver. 6, ^• Thy Thnme, God^ 
H hr^evcr andever^ &c. as St. Paul hath apjplied ic, Heb.'u and 
a iiccie after ftilcs him (J^) Copartner in the Tbrwe with the Qod 
vuer alL 

Whac I have to fay to your Quocacion out of Jufiin^ that p^ i^^ 
Chrifi is the Eirjl-born^ will be more proper when I, come co the * 
Text cited by you out of the Coloffians. 

Your Two orA Quotacioos o«c of his Dialogue with Trypbo p .^^ 

are right 5 only your Tranflation of er^ Budptav , before the- ^' 

Worldy ( which is indeed equivalent tothe literal reodriiigy-3^. 

fore tbeA^es) will not warrant what you mean byit» as ifther^ 

were a Time when he was not, as will appear in the Sequel o£ 

this Letter, and indeed in this very Paibge : Ivor wlicn Tfyfb^ 

had lEimim^d tip fnflins AiTerdon, f» 0,67. which be had been 

proving, ^»:(. That Chrifi beingOod ^ praexiftsd before oM 4ges^ 

wot begotten and made Man \ he adds, (^) ThU is n§t4nlx a Pa« 

ladoX) but is alfo fooli(h* Which fliews how he underftopd 

Juftin, vis^» that he was truly God m the higheft Senfe ^ for 

otherwife, a Jem^ who believ'd that Angels had been ofcea 

ient and appeared in human Shape , would never have call'd ie 

a Paradox and Folly to affert , that a Creature , tho' never fo 

excellent, fhould come into the World. 

Your Third (Quotation, -M^ ^ds Qod before the fVorldma^ 1^1 
made, muft be readily agreed to, and 'twill by no Means b*e p^ ^j 
iubfervienc to your Purpofe. For . ^' 



/n\ T-i «y »i«^^ .' ( 



*M'^f^h S3 ll/lfl! 



Jnfiin w» proTifig, that One of the Three wlio appear'd to 
'Abrahamy and was caird and written in Scripture to beGod, 
and was God before the World was made, wits another Pc'rfoQ 
different ftoin him who made all Things : I mean, iays he, in 
Tvim^ ^^^^ not S^ ^'^^' And then he proceeds to federal fiicfa 
other Proofs of this Doftrine out of the Scriptures. 

[ Here I muft not let flip this Occafion to take notice of youp 

very confident Aflertion, ^ That the Ancient CMJhans ever ai- 

p. ft J, * ^^^'^y ^^^^ ^^ £acfrf]Jfo«x in the Old Tefiament^ whenever tber^ 

♦ jprfx a vtfibleFtffon appear% were Jpoien by the 5wi, at the f- 

♦ mage of the Invljtble God, w as refrefentlng and perflating his 
f Father y as his Minifter and Vicegerent -^ and that they never 

♦ hok'd upon them 4/ true in the high^ Senfe of theSon. ' The 
contrary is mod plain by the Inflances in yuftiny who draws 
the fame Confcquences from them, as do now the Moderns. 

A tk^Kiw ^°^ ^^* Hammond fays, nat 'twas the general Opinion of the 

Yn t ^^^* fathers of the Churchy that he^ who appeared of old to the 
820 ^'^''wrrii, was not the Pirft, but the SeamdPerfon in the Trinity 5^ 

P • and that^the'fe his Appearances were Pratludia Incarnarionis. 

AAr Tu (*^ ^"^ TertuUian lays, 'twas the Son cf God who (poke to Mofes. 

dJo« CO ^^ ^fMus fays exprefsly, (*») it was Chrift who appear'd to 
MA*i ' Abraham -, and he ftiJes him God, and that Abraham wor- 

v^rri Rtft fliipp'd liim as God : And adds, That it was impious to fay that 

^ci. mil. ^^^ Appearances of God were only of Angels^ the htinifiers of 

^'^''* God. 

Excuie this Digreflton \ and I return to your (Quotation oue 

?r ^3* of 7«^m« taken from ^ 284, 28$. And I ask. 

Why did you flop fo unfairly by drawing a Line - ■ 

after thefe Words, Begotten voluntarily (by the Will) vf the Fa-^ 
iber\ for the very next Words are, (}) But not fucb as we fee 
begotten amimg us: And then he goes on to flluftrate the Gene- 
ration of the Son of God by the Similitude of a Word fpoken 
by OS, and of a Fire kindled by another Fire, which is not 
Jeffen'd by that which was kindled by it, but reihaitts (liil the 
feme, (k) < To w, fays he, will bear Witnefs the Word of Wif- 
^dom^ himfelf being that God begotten of the Father of all things^ 

< and being the W9td^ and WMom^ and Power, and Glory of 

< him that begat him^ as Solomon fays* And here is inferted a 



(§VQui sd Moyfen loquebatur ipfe erat Filius Dei. 
' (^) MAttOf^nTi J fMi 'i xiy&' 4 cn^iacy tuiiii ip ?r©- 



[17] 

great Part of ^hc 8th Chapter of Proverbs^ as a Proof of what 
jkftin had faid ^ and then, as a furcKcr Proof, he quotes the 
ifl of Qtnefisy Let us- make Man^ &c. which, he fays, was 
fp^ken at lean to the Son of <jod, ( as Origen does alio tn his 
Comment on St,Jobn^ L 5. f, 257. ) and makes it an Evidence 
of his Divinity) and expofes the abfurd Anfwers of the Jews ; 
and then adds the other Text, Man is become like Me rf »x, as 
full Proof of the Son's Divinity, faying, C) Does not theSayhg^ 
Like one of us, demte at ieafl Tvfo who fubjifted together mth 
each other / And can the DoSorsjhew it was fpoken to Angels^ and 
/9 make Man's Body the Creature rf AngeU? 
^ Then follows the latter Part of the Quotation, which you 
Jiave rendred very differently from the Original, as will appear 
by comjiariog them. 



Mr. W H I s T o N. 

< Bia the FrodkS'm winch 
^ really proceeded from the Fa- 

• tber brfore all Creatures^ was 

* with the PatbeTy and to him 

• did the Pather fpeaky as the 

* Word declares bj Solomon^ 
^ For in the Beginning, before 

• all Creatures^ this very Off- 

* iP^^H ^^ produced ty God^ 
« which by Solomon is ftiTd 
< mfdom. 

To this very ill TranQation 
you add your own worfe Com- 
ment. ([Ailudmg toi^0i/.viii. 
22» (b^c. where 'tis laid, God 
created Wifchm the Beginning of 
tis Ways for bis WorksA 

fnftin does indeed ^uote the 8th of the Proverbs^ as f have 
before obferv'd^ but 'tis to prove th^ dircft contjrary, both rf 
what by your Tranflation you wifh htm to fay, and of your 



In the GREEk. 

(«») But indeed this Begot- 
ten of the Father was witk 
the Father before all his Works^ 
and with him the Father am- 
ferr'd, as the Word by Solomon 
has declared ', Par that he him* 
felf was begotten by God^ both 
the Principle, before all his 
Works^ and his Off&pring, which 
is by Solomon caltd Wif* 
dom. 
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("*) 'AMa «7o 10 Tbi oim fujsi <rS -m^U tsn^sChm^v ^'m- 
^ f3C^ wdvTwlf^ minfjfd-mv Qiwh tjJ ra^i ^ r^ry mtn^ 
€af9^fnh^^ ii xS>®- ^i, TV aoKiiUHQf-ylit tL df')(n m^ 

# 4^ia, amv w cohouj^®- x^ti7<u. 
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Cooflruftion of the 8th of the V^wirbs ; aod therefore you ufc 
* him and your Reader very hardly, cp fay, he alludes to this 
Chapter for the Support of both. 

And you ha?e ukcn great Liberty in tranfladng «px^» ( doc 
d^yji ) In the Bepnmng^ for 'cis turning the Nominative incd^ 
the Dative Cafe. 

1 think it is plain, by the whole Tenor of Jufiin'% Difcour(e, 
that it is fo tar from countenancing your Opinion, that it over* 
throws it ^ and therefore I will make no forcher Comment Mp* 

p j^^ oo it, but what Trypho\ Anfwer, which you quote, gives me 

^' Occafion to do: He fays. Let him he ownd fy youy as Loxd^ 

Cbrift andGody as the Scriptures declare: But far us^'wb^are the 

IVdrjhippers of that God^ who made him, weftand in no need <j [mh 

4 Confcflion, or /«cA <« Worfhip. 

From diis PalTage it is plain, that Trypho acknowledges that 
the Scriptures declare Chrifl tobe Lord and God^ and tho' he 
fay Is, p. 289. (") That he was aSlonip/d with the many Texts 
cited by Jufiin^ and particularly knew not what to fay to that of 
Ifaiah, / am God^ and will not give my Glory to another •, yec, 
with the Obftinacy of a JeWy he tlill fliles h^m a made God, 
^ and thus far you tread his Seeps, .tho* 'tis an odd Sore o£ 
Cbriflianicy that is learn'd from a jew.) But then his Ob)efti-» 
on to this Notion is furely very jufl, that they, who worfhip 
the Godt^t made him, have no t^ed of fuch a God, or fuch n 
Worfhip J and it is incumbent on you, who profefi this Do* 
firine^ to give fome Anfwer to it^ for till you do, jthe Jews 
are not. like to be your Profelytes, tho* you boaft againil us^ 

P. 30. that 'tis our Do^rine which gives them Offence. 

' I proceed to your other Te(limonie«, which you rcpi'eienc 
fo partially, and in fuch a manner, as, by the like Method, i 
Mdn may prove, even out of the Scriptures^ any the moll ab- 
furd and impious Propofition. 

F* 15. lA your (Quotation out oi Athenaioras^va which the Son i$ 

faid to be the Fird Produftion of the Father, not as a Being^ 
made J you add of your own, (for *tis not in the Book ) out ^ 
nothing. Thus you qualify a plain and abfoluce Propotition of 
your Author ^ and to refute his poiitive AiTertion, that the Sou 
wjis not a Being made^ you would have him undei^opd to mean, 
by impofing upon him your Senfe, not made of Nothings leaving 
your Reader to chufe Which 6f the concradiftory PropOfltionS 
( which I have before taken notice of ^ he pleafes, as to ihe 
Subflance of which he was made, pi^oyidcd he will agree with, 
you that he was made, 

^f ^a^n< nv ^tj'Hasiiaf^ 1(0,6 UZ ^©' iiivVnip^ S'iviu jk^ 

|huf 



Thus you tr^tfrni^f Mo^ for you owo dm he fays Chrift P. ^. 
Vas Gotts Eternal Mord^ unmade -^ and yet you fuppofc his 
Meaning alfo co be, mt made out of Nothing. IrettAus furcher 
fays, thac he always coexifled with the Father^ and v^as ever mtb 
bim ; To which your Anfwer is very preccyi vf^. and be avoids 
ed fa)fini% thai God cmUed bim : Pray how was it poffibie for 
him to fay this Jaft, after he had faid the firfl ? Eternal^ Vn- 
piade, and vet Created^ could be faid by noDe, who knew what 
a Contradiftion was ; aad 9aiy by ooe^ who could have a No- 
tion of a made God^ 

You quote out of TertMian^ • What other Chardneriftici is P. i5. 

* there of God than Etermtj ^ I agree, that without it he would 
itot be God ', and therefore all your ^uotacionsi and your ovvit 
Affercions, that our Saviour is God, are vain, aad ferve only. 
to amufc or abofe the World, if you do not beheve him to he 
ESernalp . 

But to return to At})enagoras. 

Perhaps it may be too nice an ObjeAion to your Tranllation 
of Ji ii^Co?tlua QuuiatMU oki of yokr Depth of Vnderfianding^ 
to celJ you that •\a^ohh is Eascefs^ and may be not a Compli- 
^oent) but a Reproof of their Curioiky in ddiring to pry int<» 
Myfteries unfathomable, fiut let this pafs. 

(*) Why did you omit what immediately preceded your 

.QiioutioD, vJTi* * The Father and the Son being One y the Sbn be". 

*. ing in the Fatber>, and the Father in the 5bff, in Vniiy and Power. 

f of the Spirit -, the Son of God is the Mindy or IVifdom^ or Word of 

* the Father. 

And immediately after your (^uoucioa follows : 

(P) And we fgy that the Holy Gbofi working in the Prophets^ k 

* the Egbtx of God flowing from and refleSfed bach to him^ as 

* the Hays of the Sun : Who then would not wonder^ that jlmlcl 
f Jbeat them calN Atheifisy who acknowledge God the F/ichcr, 

* God the Son, and the Holy Ghoft, /hewing both their Power 
^ fn Unity, and their Diftindion in Order ? 

. Surely Atbenagtffat is a ChriAian Writer before (he D.iys o£ 
APhanafiuSy and does here alTert the Three Perfons to be One 
e»d\ and yet ill your Lecrcr to the £i{bop oi London^ vo\x p^ i^ 
challenge any Man to produce one that doe^ fo ^ and I oblerve, * ^ 
that yoa there allow TertHlHan does fc^ but you therefore 
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doubt whether fc «<«; Je caWd a CatbtSci Writer, mid tbat $hit. 
k mtrm to bis twn ufual Waj tf (feakhii : Why then do you 
Quote him in your Letter to me, if he be not of good Authonty ? 
Why do you not produce fuch Paflages out of him, as are ac- 
cording to his ufual Way of fpeaking? Thofe which you haw 

inftan«d in, are neither fairfy ^ ,^'^J. <*»«* ^y /?" ' °*& 
what he docs fey in thofe Places is MreS If ivd exfrefify apioft 

you, as I come now to (hew. ,_/,,. j. 

At the End of your firft Quotation out of TertuUian, adv. 
1V4». S. 5. you put &c Fir befwf aU Tbh^s Gfd was alone. 

Now this trc' »s the moft extraordinary and unfair that ever 
. I met with, as Mankind wiJI judge by the Words unmcdiatcly 
' following, and to which your iyc relates. 

• OodwdS ahne: (i) But tbmfore tUme, becaufe there tsmof 

* trinfical Thing befides him ; but indeed not even then alone, for 
« he bad wtb him his Rcafon : This the Greeks eatt Logos. 

Your Second QuoHtion out of TertuXian I may take notice 
of, when I come to your Texts of Scripture. 

In your Third Qooation, why did you not proceed, bue 
ftoo at the Words, The Lard creattd me the Beimtni of *«* 
P. «. Ways / for immediately he adds, that he f.« begotten ; and 
thereuDon fays, (') ♦Hence matim him equal tohmetf, by 
«TSt.r>« ibcm he is made the Son : The firft begotten, 
« as being begotten before att Things •, and the Only begotten, m 

* alone begotten out of God. jm „„, ,««. 
By this 'tis plain, that he, as well as fuftm, djd not coa- 

firue the Text in the proverbs as you do ; for how could a cre- 
a«d Pdng be equal to God himfelf? And if Begotten and 
Created be^the fame Thing, as you fey, how could he be faid 
w be the onfy begotten, as alone begotten} for then he muft be 
not only the Beginmng of his Creatures, but the onfy Cre»- 

P x6 "The I»ft Quotation out of TertuUian ends, »»<•<«* rne befvre 
themtts. T his you mean as a Proof, that the Son of God is a 

^'S^" why Ihould you ppt any other Conftruaion tipon thefe 
Words oiiytuBm, when apply'd to the Son, than you wUI 
do upon the feme in Ffatm xc. 2. from whence they are akea, 
and where they are apply'd to the Father. 01 Qod from Ever- 
lafiing to Ewrlafting ; and that Tertullian (o meant them j^and to 
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U) Solus auiem quia nihil aliud cxirinfccus pr«tcr lUum, 
caecertm nc tunc quidcm folus, habcbat cnim fccum rationtm 

^ banc Grxci \i^v dicant. , 

^^'Exindc turn parcm fibi faciens, dc-quo procedendo filv 
• u/ftftns eft, primogenUns, ut ante omnii genicus, & unigenir 
tu$ uj folus ex Deo gemtus. 



eXpitfi, as well as we are able, what is iocoficrivable, faiid 
which no Words can exprefs, as Euf^b'ius and Crimen declare) 
f^. the Eternal Generation of the Son of God ^ he adds m 
the Words of the Scripture, Tht Son is the Wordy and the iVord 
is Gcdy and / and my Father are one : So that I may (ay to yon, 
as he concludes this PafTage t6 ffermog^nesy §.19, < But he takes 
« Occafion from fome Words ^ as Is the Manner of Herettcks^ to £* 
• flart plain andflnjple Things. 




the Vnity of Subflance* And then he iiluflrates it by the Sun 
and its Rays, and faji^s, * TbeSubflance is not feparateJ^ but ex* 
« tended 'y and then repeats, * What proceeds from Qid^ isQod^ 

• and the Son of Qod , and both are one. 

J come now xo your Teftimonies out of Origau 

The ftrft is taken out of Origen contra Celfuniy p. 238. p, l^. 

• They are illuminated by that Wifdom^ which is the Effiux for 

• Splendor) of the Eternal Light* 

Tbeyy who ? I guefs you were aflwm'd to tell me. For this 
is a very extraordinary Paflage, and I wander you would 
Quote it y for as great Skill and Delight as yon have in Aflro^ 
liomy, I did not imagine you would give any Countenance to 
tl^e Opinion of Qrigen , which introduces it ^ for he Oys, 
(^f) * The Stars in Heaven are Rational Animals^ and goody and 
( thus far of the Faflage you omir, and then put ^c. and be« 
gin T^ey') * were enlighten d with the Light of Knowledge by 

• Wifdom^ which /> the Efflux of the Eternal Light. 

This Notion he had from Flatiy who indeed carry'd it a lit- 
tle further, (in his 12th and 13th Books de Leg.) making th^ 
Sftny Moon and Spars not only endued with Reafony but even to be 
Gods. And if Qrigeuy in fome of his Writings, has tranfplanted 
any more of Fiato s Notions into Divinity, it is no wonder 5 for 
he was fo good a Proficient in that Philofophy, that when h^ 
came into the School of Flotinusy he was offer'd his Desk, as 
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{^) Hunc ex Deo prolatum dldicimus, & Prolatione genera- 
rum, & idcirco Filiura Dei & Deum di^um ex Unitate Sub- 
f^^pMy i ^^ TTMatt^ radius ex fole porrigitur, portio ex fummd 
fed fol erit in radio quia folis efl radius, nee feperatur fubflan- 
tia fed extenditur ^ quod de Deo profe^um eft Deus eft, & 
Dei Filius, Sc unus ambo. 

one 



tmt ikt^r to ftad Leftsres there, than to be aa Auditor of 
t|ienu 

. But (to lay no more of chi» wild NotioD ) this Paflfage will 

not fupport your Opinion, that the Son ef God is a Creature : 

On the contrary, this Exprefltoo, the Efflux of the Eternd Lights 

is Hs'd by feveral of the Authors to whom you have referred 

Adv. Geo- ni€) to denote his Identity in EiTence with the Father : Soler- 

tcs, c.ai. ^*/-6*» compares his Generation to the K<0 of the Sun^ which is 

fhot forth from the Sun j but the Sun is in that Kof^ for it Is a Kflj 

^f i^ &c. And Origen here a little after explains himfelf to 

the lame iPurpofe, by citing St. John^ (^) God is Light ; the 

Son of God is the true Lights that tighteth every Man that cometh 

into the Worlds And he himfelf fays, / am the Light of the 

World. And that he means the Divinity of Qur SavioUr, is 

plain by his citing this and other Texts exprefsly to prove it : 

Comment. 0) I am the Light of the World, * / am Alpha and Omega, tke^ 

in Johan. * Beginning and the End, the Firft and the Lafl/ And iiitro- 

p. 5« duces them with fayios, ^ The greatefi md mqfl perfeS Accounts 

. * of Jefus vpere referv^dfoir him, v^o lay in his Bojom •, for none 

' * Coj ^^ tvatigelifts) has [o purely ml clearly manifefted his 

• Divinity as 5^. John. 

p^ J Your Second Quotation out of Origin contra Cel^um^ t. $. 

' pw 2 $ 7. ends thus : The Sacred Oracles declare Urn to be the anci- 

cntcfl of gU Creatures. 

• What Origen muft mean by die firft Part of this PafTase^ 

9iiaiif k]I- the Son of Gcd^ the Fnfi-born of every Creature ^ and the ConcTu- 

muf, fion, the ancienteft of all Creatures^ will be beft explained by 

Contra what he himfelf fays in another Place ; where, after he had 

Cell. 1. d. quoted the Text in St. Afattb. xi. 17. (") No Man knorpeth the 

p. 287. Son, hut the Father, ^c. he adds. Faff the Unmade atxd Firft« 

bom of all x:reated Naturey none can knoiv according to his Dijg- 

nity, as the Fadier does^ who begat him^ nor the Father /o as the 

living Word and his fVifdom and Truth, 

What 1 have to fiy to that Expreffion, the Firfl-hrn^ Sec. I 

^ referve till t come to the Text in the Cohjfians ^ but at prefent 



7^ If iu7V0Keii\JJ'\6iy 'iyi Hilt 7^ « ^'79' A'l » d§^ 3^ 79 T$A©-, 

V4^Pw^ A.oj^©- 1^ OT5pj« aunt i^i^ii^cti 

• * * 

I mu{| 
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i muft obfcrtre, dwtj your Senfc of FhH-bortfy and the anclenee$ 
of all Creatures^ cannot poffibly confift with wlwt I have laft 
cited, in which the Son rf God is cxprcfsly laid to hcVnmadh 
C e£ji»tfj@- ) 'j an Vhmade or Vncreated OreatHre^ 15 Nonfenfc : 
And if you will not interpret the Words you ha^e cited iby 
thole I have laft mention'd, you will make Ortgen to affert Coa- 
cradiftions ; for Vnmade and Firft-born are join'd together. 

And if you would have added the very next Words to your 
Qiiotation, vit* (") ^"^^ CForf tht Father faid to bim^ Let Us 
make Mtn after Our Image and Ukenefs ; I have already ot>» 
lcrv*d» that Jufi'm makes this Text an Argument of the DivU 
mty of the Sm of Gody and hope to (hew it by other Authori- 
ties when I come to it. 

Your next (Quotation is out of Origetis Comment on Pfalm (. ^ *7« 
p. 38. 

« Pray to the Father the God of the Univerft, thro* our Saviour, 

• as fftgh-PrieJly v?bo is the Made God. 

This you have rendered very perverfly and falflf j and youj* ' 
Reafon for fo doing is very obvious, by comparing it with the 
literal and true Tranflation of it j vik^. 

Pray to the Father the God of the Uaiverfe, (/) thro our Sa- 
viour and High-Prieft, the Begotten God. 

Your next Quotation is alfo out of the fame Book, f. jr. a} p. if; 
folfows 2 Thou art my Son^ this Day have I begotten thee* * TbU This is in 

• is [aid to the Son of God, with whom it. is always to-day, his Cm* 

• for there is no Evcnin|j with God ; / da alfo fuppoje^ that nei- ment on 

• ther is there any Morning with him ; but that a Time cocx- St. John, 

• tended with his Unmade and Eternal Life /j, if I may fofay^ wherein be 

• chat Day, or to-day, with him in which the Son was made,, cites tbif 

• the Beginning of his Origin being thus not found neither of this ^erfeofthe 

• Day. adPfkim^ 
This is fo full and exprefs againft you, that I wonder yoiy p. 31. 

fliould quote it 5 but I perceive you have vcntur'd upon it, for 
the Sake of Two Words in your Tranflation, Madb and Origin^ 
which in the Greek are ytyivn-nu and yivlncX't the firft (ignifies 
was born^ and the fccond his Geniture or Nativity j and both 
ftlould have been fo render'd, as moft fuitable and agreeable to 
the Word yti^firj.y I have begotten thee. 

I have now done with your Quotations out of Origen , and 
hope I h^ve (uflkicncly (hewn , that thclc your Tciiimooies 
(if you reckon them among the Principal, which concern this 
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(°) K«ti iu/rS ^ 3t Jy ^ f tS fltV-^pwVtf <ti\utii^yiaf, et^wMtu^ 

* 

f impor* 
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imporcant (^€fti^ni ^ 2.) are of liccle Ufe to fapport jronf 
OJliiiioh, thit the Son of God is a Creature^ 6uc zittt all, I be« 
lievc we flull both agree, chat Origen has foAie Opinidttt fo 
Very ftraogc and heterodox , chat we (hall concur in f ejeftin^ 
them ^ and if in (his prefenc (^ueftion he (hould be fotttid to 
luVe declared different Opinions; furely thofe are to berejeff- 
ed, which are founded on his own, fcarce Philofophical Noti- 
ons ) and, if he be of any Authority, what he fays founded 
on the Scripture,^ which he quotes, and fupported by the con^ 
current Teftimomcs of other Great and Holy Father^ interpret- 
ing thode Texts, and applying them to the Dtvimiy ef the Son 
e/ Gtdy ought in Reafoh to be preferr'd and mod valued : 
Contra And 1 (hall fum up all in his owti ^Vords : (^) * the drod ami 
Celt l*6* * Father .of all is not zloncgreat^ for be made the Only-bcgottcrt 
p. J2j. * and Firft-born of every Creature Partaker of himfelf, and of 

* bis Greatness, that fie being the Image of the Inrifible God^ 

< flfokldkeep the image of the Father even in Grcatnefs •, fi^ it 

* »as mt pofibleforhim to be the Commenfurate ^nifatr Imig<f 

* of the Invifible God , anlefs he exhibited the Image aljo of bis 

< Greatnefs.' And in another Place he accordingly ftiles the SoHf 
Com. \n (I) the Gl&riffd God, the Word. . 

Johan. Surely this is more than a Metapbyftcal Exifteiice, as you 

P« ^» impute to the Ancients, p, 14. more « than that he was in afuh^ 

* til manner, virtuaSy, potentially ^ or as his Internal Wijdom iH 

* his Father from all Eternity, p. 26. 

What I have here tranfcrib'd out of the aforefaid Authors, 

and what I have obferv*d upon them, methinks, may hdjp you 

out of the Difficulty under which you labour, When you iay» 

P«28, 29. * ^(wr^confefTrdly (you /hould have added, ncceSirWy) detiv*d^ 

* produced, and Begotten Being, an Only*begotcen Son, Jhoiild be 

* really Coeternal with bis Underiv'd, Unbegotten, ahd necefta- 

< riiy Exifting Father, Author and Prodiicer, I camt pofibfy 

* underftand. 

Indeed^ if you nieafure this Myftery by natural Generations 
here on £arih, *tis inconceivable how a 5*011 (hould he Coeval 
with his Father -, it is impoflible : But furcly our (hallow Un<& 
derdandings are not the Meafure of Infinity. We owil tHis 
Myftery is incomprehenfible j and fo is the ttetn^tty of God. 
It. is hard to conceive, how any Thing cad exift vtrithout a 
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Tafe ; and yet we believe God to be Self-^lflent : And in Ak, 
Cite before us, t nuy fay to you, (as our Saviour does in ano- Macxii. 
ther ) Doyw not therefore err^ hecaufe you kmm not the Scriptures^ 24. 
neither the Power of God > For the Things that are in Heaven, Wifd. be. 
who bath fearched out ? i5« 

X trnd own, that there are fome Paflages in chefe Authors, 
( whoiti, by your (Quotations out of them, you have direftcd 
tae to conlulc^ which feem to countenance your Doftrine \ but 
it cannot wicn any Colour of Truth be deny^d, but diat thqf 
do z\to plainly^ and in express terms affert the trinity ^ and that On^ coif^. 
the Father is God^ the ^n is Ood^ and the Holy Ghoji is God. But tra CeIC ' 
with great Humility and Submiflion to Learned Men, I con- L6»f*i2i» 
ceive, that a fair Account nuy be given of this feeming DifFe« 
rence from themfelves ^ for when they fpeak of this adorable 
My fiery \n general^ they with an awful Reverencee acknowledge 
this Revelation, and declare the Divinity of each of the Threp 
Perfons inpofitive and abfolute Terms : But then fome, perhaps 
t)ut of a pious and well-intended Zeal, have endeavoured to il- 
luftrate this incompreheniible Myftefy by Similitudes and Re* 
prefcntations taken from worldly Things, (as, (torn Lights 
tinman Generations^ &c. ) though chey own no Words can ex- 
prefs it ; and therefore *tis no wonder, that in thefe Cafes their 
Comparifons of fimte Things with infinite ^ fhould not only fall 
fllort, but their Expreffions muft of Neceflity, lifiriSly aken, 
lead Men into Error ; who interpret their poiitive Aflerttons of 
the Trinity^ and of the Divimty of the Three Perfons by their 
Reprefcnutions of it^ inflead of conftruing candidly thofe im- 
perfeft Reprefentations by the Rule and Standard of our Faith^ 
which they have fully declared from the Scriptures, and which 
they quote to confirm their Doftrine ^ of which the Primitive 
Chriftians were fo fully convinced, and particularly the Divinity 
of the Son of God was 10 entirely bclicv'd as an irrefiftible Truthf 
th^t fome by ^tempting to explain it, have fall n into down- 
tight Herefy. And Novatian very ingenioufly argues from 
thence, that he was, even in their Opinion alfo, trufy God : 
For, as he fays, (?) * tie isfo trutji God^ but as the Son of Gody xjovat. 
' begotten of body that Joms Hereticks have thought him not a Son, ^ ., , 
< but the very Father himfelf 3 and C V ^^^^^ thought he wasfo ' * 
* much God, as that he was not Man* And as much as Xovatian 
blames others, he himfelf, when he attempts to explain the 
Trinity, does it in a manner almoft inconfiftcnt with his plain 
Affertioas of it. So wild and unaccounuble muft Men be» 



(P) (^ui ufque adco Deus eft (fed qu^ Filius Dd nacus ex Deo) 
11c plerique ilium haeretici ita Deum acceperinr, ut non Filiumfcd 
Patrem pronundandum patarent. 

(<i^ £t alii quoque ha?retici ufq^ adeo eum Deum effe, ut qui^ 
dam ilium, fubftrafto homine, tantummodo pucavcrinc jDcum« 

' ' when 
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when they fuffcr their Thooghts to wander l itii to pry into 
Things above our Faculties, which you fay, even the Scrips 
P. 2<. ^''^■^ ^ ^^^ meddle vnth^ ( and I fay too, not tneddk with them 
otherwife than to reveal them as Truths to be believd) and 
I Pec* 1.12. which the Angels defite to look into : For none know the Son, hut 
Macth* xi. the Father •, nor the Things of God, but the Spirit of God. For 
27. how fhould thy Veffel he able to comprehend the Ways of the Wghefl^ 

1 Cor. ii. which are pad finding out ? Thefe are Ob}c^s of our Faith^ 
ii. not of our Knowledge -, for Vdith would not be a Virtue^ Faith 

s Efdr. iv. would not be Faithy but Knowledge^ if nothing was to be be- 
lo. , ^tr'dy but what may by our Ratiocinations be made out to our 
Comprehepfion. When AthanafiHs fays , As the reafonable Soul 
AndFlefh is one Man Jo God and Man k one C*ri/?i noMan pretends 
that this is an adequate Reprefcntation of the Incarnation of the 
Son of Gody tho' it may be the beft and ncarefl that we can ar- 
rive at y and even this furpaffes our Underflandmg , how a ma- 
terraUnd immaterial Subftance ftiould be united in one Per fan | 
how periflsable Dud and Allies (hould be animated and endued 
tvith an immortal Soul, a Particle of Divinity : How much Ic6 
can we conceive, how G^oif himfelf fhould be ffypoftatieaHy ;oin*4 
with Man ; and ftill lefs iliatt this, how Three Pcrlbns in the ^- 
fernal Deity (hould be One God : But when we fhaUcome to [et 
t Cor.xiii. him Face to Facey and our Faculties fhall be enlarged , wejhall 
12. then know him even at we are known. In the mean time, we 

muft be concent to fee thro' a Glafs darkly y and to lee our F^tb 
Hcb. XI. I. 3^ ffyg Evidence of thefe Things notfeeri •, not becaufe We can giv« 
a Philofophical Account of them, but becaufe the Word of '^utb 
has fpoken them. 

I fhould now have done with your Tcftimonies ; for from 

thefe which I have examin*d I may reafdnably conclude, tlut 

the reft have been forg'd upon the fame Anvil j and I pray God 

Septuag. he may never fay to you, Who is this that darknetb Counfei , and 

Job ^ by ffipprejjing Words in bis Heart , thinks to conceal them from 

xxxviii. 2. tne ^■ 

But becaufe you boaft, that the great Eufebius ( as you ftile 

him ) is your Friend •, that none ot the truly Learned will pre- 

P. 3}. tend that he was an Athanafiany tho* he fubfcrib'd the Council of 

Nicey (which perhaps you will not allow to be a fufhcient Ar- 

fument for it, becaufe there are fome modern Examples who 
ave fubfcribd our Articles , and declared before God and , Man 
their Ajjent and Confent to our Creeds, and yet have renounced 
pubHckly that Faith , which they then folemnly profefs*d 5) and 
P. 9 & 27. ^caufe you fay, that the Fathers, and paruculari^ EnfMrny 
* '* notwichftanding their poiitive-and exprefs AiTercions of the Co- 
eternity of the Son of God^ meant no more than * a metaphyficaU 
, • or potential Eternity y p. 9. that be was before the World be- 

* gany p. 27. as we are affured by many clearer and plainer Paffa- 

* gesy wherein they dircHly and ab[olutely deny the Son's Coeter- 

* nity with the Father j I muft not entirely pafi over your 



RuptatiQtts out of an Author you fo greatly rely on; One { 
have already uken notice of, and made my Remarks upon i I 
will go on to the others* Buc firft, I will repeat ftiortly whac 
ypu altew Eufebm to affcrc for the pernity of the Son of God^ 

I and then ftate your Quotations by which you pretend to over- 
rule thofc AfTertions -, that by this Comparifdn it may be fecn 
which are the plaineft and cleared, 

. You iiXfbm, for indeed it cannot be ikny% that Eufebius fays P« 27* 
tiiac the Generation of the Son was cuJ^oVi Eternal ^ that he 
was alup^s ava^^v^ Beginninglefs^ and at all Times with the 
Father^ elder than tfi^.Timcs and all Ages \ that lie fubfifted 
from endlefs AgeSy that he reigti'd with liis Fathtr from bcgtn* 

; ninglefs Agesy to which you add that of the Presbyters of Alsx^ 
andriay that God begat him before Eternal Times. 

Now I defire you to tell me, whether there be Words in 
any Language lo express the Doftrine I am contending for, 
more plainly zvAfnUy than thefe, which you have furni(b'd to 
ine out of irenxiir before-mention'd, and here out of £«r/e3/M/, 
flind from the Presbyters of Alexandria. I obferve you have 
ventured to tranllate diJi&y EtsrnaU notwithftanding you fay^ 
P* 28. it does not always fo figoify \ ^nd Avapx^f Beginning^' 
IffSy notwithfianding your improper and untrue Interpretation of 
it, p. 8, and 9* to be onfy' before, the Beginning of tie Worlds tho' ic 
cannot fignify lefs than to be wtbout a Beginning -, and if d-r 

' tudivQr fmgly ftould, as you £iy» p» 28. feUom or never fignify 
a proper £ternity ^ yet furely with the Epithet Beginninglefs^ 
ic tnixfi iignify Eternity ; for what fubiifts and h^d oa Begin« 
ning is properly Eternal. Now can you think to perfuade any 

, Mao of common Senfe, by your bold and peremptory AlTcr-* 
tiQnsi that thefe Authors do not mean what they fay ; or, in 
your Words, meant no more than that he was b^ore tbe World 
began j and that there are, or can be plainer and clearer Pafla- 
ges in thefe Authors to fupport your Aifertion? Do they recanc 
their own * AffertionSi and in exprefs Terms declare, (as you 

[ do, p, 18. of your Letter tO the Btfhop of Londm ) that « in 
* their younger Tears they bad by Cufiom been betray d into fuch a 
« fatal Mflake / This you do not pretend to fay j and yet ^ 
lefs than this will fcarce be fufiicient to iuflify your Charge 
againfl them : I am fure the Quotations which you have pick'd 
out of them, (and I fuppofe they are the ftrongeft, Or yoa 
have been very unfortunate in your Choice ) do not do it,, 
even tho* they had been true ; which I have (hewn they arc 
not, in what I have examined and fliali now (hew in Eufebiuiy 
. who, as your Friend, mjght have expected better Ufage from 
youi s _ , 

The firft qnecationis, « Wifdom does fubfiantiaUy fitbfiS, and.v. ip. 
^as created by God^ befgye the World began^ Sec. 

C Here 



Here you have given us another ^c. with which yoa end 

that Paragraph ; and then immediately you proceed to your 

next Ouocation, t//i^. 
Pripar. * Solomon, fays Eufcbius elfcwbercy gives us the fame Senje in 

£vaiig/ * ^^^^ Language'^ and ufing the Uame of Wifdom infleadoj the 
c 1 1* * Word^ makes this Declaration^ as in her Ferfont\ 
p 21*2. ^^^ ^^^^ ^° ^^y ^^^^^^ underftand by this, but only 

^' ^ ^* what immediately preceded, vf^. That Wifdom does fubfiantfaU 

ly ffil>fifif *°^ *^^' created before the World began •, efpecially 

fince you do not mention this Declaration, but flop with 2 

Stroke at the word Perfon. 

But in Eufebius die Matter (lands thus : 

In the Beginning of the Chapter, he tells us the Account 

which the Jemsj and particularly Aftfes and Davidj give of the 
P. 212. -Logosy viz. (?) • The Hebrew Oracles flile him the Second Cokfe 

^ of all Things^ the Word of God, and God of God, as n^e 

* (ChrifliansJ have been taught to theologize of him \ and Mofcs 
« plainly fpeaks of Two Lords, when he fays^ The Lord rained 

* from the Lord Fire and Brimflone npon the City of the Wicked : 

* So he familiarly made the like Application of the CharaSers 
< among the Hebrews to Both. 

And here he mentions exprefsly what that Charafter (h^ 
was, vix» the Tetragxammatony that is, Jehovah^ the incommu- 
nicable Name of the iSkcprf me Gm/I 
Then he goes on : 

(r) < To him affo David concurring^ jays^ The Lord faid to r^y 

* Lord, Sit thok on my Right I/andy &c. for to whom elfe can we 

* be allowed to imagine^ that the Right H^d Jhould be given by the 

* Unbegotten Deity, but to Him only of whom we have been 

* fpeaking^ whom the fame Prophet elfewbere chara^eri^es under 

* the Name of tbe Logos of the Father. 

Mii-r vvi5 And furely this is a very proper Argument ; for it was urg'd 
mtr.xxn. . ^^^.^ himfelf, and put tbe pharifees to Silence. 
44, 40. ^ 

'ECfaJim 'jrouJ'diiJ^^yia. 'jS'^J'^f ^ «V^^ tf^'*"' ^ohoyHv <fi' 

of^ pwci, 3^ Kfl^i X/JCi©- 1^^ 36WeA» TTwp i^ ^^ov Sit ^ 4V 

dnCSr 7ii?jy'y hdvt, Quun^i iiH 4'i^ Sio # ^/uotaj^ ^ inf . 

iCf€U6fr JJBt^*7»V«»l' 47IB/»«B7B Jf^^iofVy^ (*1) OATtl ^ S J)d iSSf 

7%ecnis«y ^tx^^^ n^HK^ffynl®' /mf ojjntf ^&o?ioylet. 

(«■) T»T$» 5 <5 ^«t€i4^ji>K®'j9cy^n'niij^Ra.otK£iiC^ivf 

■ ■ Tjyi )S «M« 6ipuf \aoi»oHV Ttt M^ut iii f dyivyvr^ 

Then 
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Then he comes to yonr Qaotacton : 

rO * His Son alfo and Succtfbr Solmxm ffves us the fdme 
Senfe. 

.What Senfe? Surely chat which he had iofl before recited 
of the /nr/, and of Jkfofes^ and jof his Father Vh^d in* par- 
ticular, !//<• that the Chara^ers among the Hebrews^ even 
the Name of Jehdvah^ were aKke apply 'd to both Father and 
Soh. 

Your next Quotation is out of Ekfeb. Demonflr. Evang. I. 4. p ^ 
c. 3. in which Paflage, if there be any Expreflions capjible of * ^ 
your Senfe, yet if in his other Writings he plainly declares) at 
|ie does, an Opinion contrary to what you would deduce from 
fuch ambiguous Expreflions ^ nay, if in this very Chapter he 
aflerts the Eternal Generation of the San of God in clear and 
ifubfputable Terms, then furely in Reafon die doubtful Expref. . 
iions fhould be conftrued by thofe ^ and the Conflruftton which 
you put upon the doubtful^ fliould not over- rule (HreS and pofi' 
five Aflertion^* . 

Aga^n, if Ais were not the Cafe^ yet it muft be confiderd^ 
that EkfebikSy who was contemporary with Ariu^ and his^ 
Friend, is too late an Authority to overthrow theF^/Ziband^ 
DoSrlne of the Antenkene Fathers, as well as the Council of 
Nke^ which affifm'd it. 

But, as if you were confcious, that £«(/Vfii(/ia this Paflage, 
had not fiid enough for your Purpofe, you leave out a great 
deal of it ; and what you do cite, you infert by Piecemeals ia 
feveral diftant Pages of your Letter. And laftly, you gro&ly 
miC-tranflate them, as will appear : ' 

' The Light does nat Jh'me forth by the Wilt of ihe lumnous Bo* .?» 191 
"^ d)!y kttfy a necejjary Frofertjf of Nature. 



In your Tranflation* 



(^) * Bkt the Son bji the /«- 

* tent'm and W'tH of the Fa- 
« ther received his Skbjiflence^ 
^ fo as to be the Image of the 
« Father •, for by his Will did 

« God become the Father of his ^ ,.,^ ,^., 

« 5bii, and caused to fubfijl a I Things like unto himfelf* 

* Second Ughty in au Ihingj( I 

* like unto hin^elf^ I 



In the C R E £ ic. 



(^) But the Son, according to P. 19, 20» 
Counfel 4iu/ Choice, became 
the Image of the Father/ for 
God being willing^ became the. 
Father of the Son, and caused 
tofubjijl a Second Light, in all , 



o^f^pn^Ti ¥ mirUu nepi^ h^votoM^ 

■ ; • Qz Thi> 



p. 8. 
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Then faiows : 

, (♦) The Vnbegotten and £- 

ternai Light being One , Awr 

xan the Image be ether than 

^.. . . , ' pnc> Does not the Splendor^ or 

This you have omitted ; J the R^, being the Light, pre. 

Verve in attrefpe^sthe IXhenefs 
ff ^be Pirototype ,^ Mm can it he 
the Image (f the, very One, wi- 
^ lefs it f elf aJfii be One > 

^Thcn follows a Paffagc which you have omitted in this 
Wace, becaufe in your own Judgment it docs not confift with 
the Doftrioc which you would have Eufebius to affcrt here 5 
for you hare cited it, ^ 8^ among the Authorities for the Coc- 
termty of the Son of God j but have done it very aukardly, 
and indeed have corrupted it, as will appear by 



. Your Traofliadon. 

(*) That the Son was begat- 
ttn^ not as having f(fr certain 
Times mt been^ and then being 
made -, but being b^ore all A- 
ges^ and firn bef»e them, and 
heing idways prelent ^ a Son 
with tie Father i but n$t being 
unb^ttten^ hut hegntten of the 
Vi^gftten Father^ being the 
mfy Begotten^ tie Wwd^ and 
Godaf God* 



This you have omitted : 



ThcGnEEK. 
(*) Our Theology represents 
the Sm Begotten, not as not . 
being in any Tmes^ and aftcr^ 
ward begotten, but as being 
and praekifting before Eternal ' 
4ieSy and as the Sm being to- 
gether always with the Father ^\ 
not being unbegotten, but begot' 
ten of his Vnbegotten Father^ 
heing^ the only Begotten^ the ' 

Word, 4«rf God qf God J 

— - ^ ■ 

It goes on; 
0) Wit by a Separation, Sefti- 
on or DiyifioD^ nut of the Fa- 
ther's Subflance •, but ineffably 
and beyond our Ratiocination, 
from Eternity^ and 



't ^"^^^ tdl^^my mi i h }wtH TO Ivhi Hn hxj^^ #i W 
^(*) T*y ^to? f <90Mtij^n< nfjuv bioKo-JiaSi &e. vth >«yy»* 



(9) Receiving; hefart aU 
'Agesy a real Subuftcnce by the 
inexfreffibU and inconceivable 
Will and Power of tbe Father*: 



(p) Bef(0e all Ages^ h^ng P. iow - 
fitbflantiated of or accart^g t$ 
the inexprefible and inconcetva" oit CiiS^ 
-bie Coiaijfel andPmer of tbeFa» 
ther. 

n) For^ as 'tis fmdy Who 
cm declare his Genentioo/ 

Ti,;c ^if^ «^, !,*•• k^\**0Jt J ^^^ ^ ^'^ knowetb ribe Father, ^ 

This alfo you hare omitted .^ ^^ ^^ 5^^ . ^^ ^ ^1,,^^^ 

/ibf Son, but the Father irte 
hegat hinif 

I imagine your tranflating ^uxj), ^///» which ic does not fig-' 
nify, ra^er than Counfelj which it properly does, was to fop- 
port your Opinion, that the Generation of the Son of God ^* 
was not by Neceffity of Nat^re, but voluntary by the WiU of the 
father when it pleased him ^ ^hich you fay, is the£ime Thing 
as Creation, and fo he wouitt ht but a Creature. 
. But furely this cannot be the Meaning of this PaiTage, for k 
would be inconfxfl^nt with the plain andfckprefi Affertions 10 
this Place. For, 

I. H6W can that which was begotten, not as not being in 00 
Times y but being before Eternal Ages^ beyo^w Ratiocination fron^ 
f^eynity^ be faid to be a Creature? 

if If EuJ^ebius me^nt to aiTert his Generation to be a Creation^ 
why did he cite thd Prophet's Qucftion, which implies a Nega* 
tive, that none c^n declare his Oeneration, and give our Saviour's 
keafon for itr becauic none knows the Son but the Father f 
which Text he quotes in another of his Books with this em- 
phadcal Expreflton, x^' aJ^w* none kndweth the 3on perfeS- gccf. HiR 
Ij according to his Dignity ^ but die Father. ]. i. c. •» . 

And if he meant he was freated by the Will of the Father^ p« $• 
why did he add thofe Epithets of Inexfrefible and Jnconceivar 
hie Will^ For tho* we cannot conceive what the Natjire an4 
EiTence may be of fuch a Created Being, yet we can conceive 
that FaHi as well as that the World was created by his Wilf^ 
jphen he fpake the Word^ and it was made ^ if that had been told 
us as plainly as this has been ^ or ocherwiie you mufl fay, that 
^tis inconetivable, that an AjSLp^ <he Will (noukl be an Aft of 
fhe V^ill, vifhif I^ is abfurd | nay^ ^ may (ay, 'ds ea^r to con^ 
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^cive; dliat He, who was always ill Bring, as EnfMus here fiys, 
may be formd by Almighty God into Smetbin^ mure exeelitkt, 
dian it is to conceive a Creation ok^ of Nothing. 

;. If yon will infill that CvX^ (hall fignify Wit^ yon (honld 

at leafl have tranQated eit CvAirr, of the Will, as you do eed« 

T 1, • ' c* 0€?, GodofOid: For all the Attributes of God being Eter^ 

I John u ^^ ^jj^ Effential to the Godhead, the Jf/// is fo too ^ and as the 

I* . ... Father is L/^/lFf, Tritf^ »7/%w, &€• the <fiin is laid <o be fo al- 

jDhn vui. ^^^ ^ partaking of and anointed with all the Paternal Dignity, 

W • in the Language of £ir/<?Witf bcforc-mention'd -, and in diac of 
John xiv. g^ p^^ ^^ f^^^^^p g^^ ^ fj'j^ Qi^^ ^ pf^ ^p^fg Image of 

„ . . bis Perfon j and therefore the Son of his Will docs no more de-, 

Heb. 1. 5. . ^^^^ j^j^ treat'm^ than the Son of his iwe, or the Son of G«/ 

Col,i. 13. ^^^ ^ »j|j 1,1 jj^5 manner that the Nkene Council has ex- 

^v*^ prcfs'd h\^Coetem\ty and Confulfiantiality, (k) £/jgA^ of Z./^*f, 

' T/er; God of very God^ begotten not made : So that when you can 

: iprove, that the Reverend F^tl^rt of that Council intended by 

thofe Expreflions, that the Sm of God was a Creature^ then yon 

may interpret your ^uptatioos of the like ExprefBons in the 

like manner ^ and add, if you pleafe, that this is the Dofoine 

and Faith of the Church ^ England too •, but till then , your 

confident Boaftings of your Teftimonies will not (hake, but ta- 

thcr root us in pSih j fech Bluftring will be like wbd to the 

^rongOaks, 'twill orrfjr fix the Roots more faft in the Ground, 

Eufeb'm gives us an Account of the Notion which Plato and 

Prepar. ^.^ r^\c^lw^0> viAtimutVk^A nf a Trinitv. and fneaks of it with 

Is In- 

^^^^_ ^ ^_„^ _ , Men 

did not think'fucS a Notion to be abfiird, furely you have been 
too forward and rafh to cenfure it as inconfiftent with the Light 
of Nature and common Senfe. But, on the other Hand, if your 
:* Eufebius has been too much pleas'd with their Notions, and has 

any where us'd Expreflions fuited to it, I leave you to follow 
your admir d Example, and to deduce Chriftianity from Hea- 
then Philofophcrs, and to explain Divine Myfterics by the Rea- 

lonings of Man. j ^ « ,. , . 

» ^- . Ton bid me fupfcfe my felf in a Court of Judicatwrcy and review 
. the Evidence yon have produced ^ and then confider, whether I could 

mth a fafe Conscience determine on the Side of the Athanafians. 
My Anlwcr is , That fuch Evidence as you have given for 
vbur Caufc, would not be accepted in any Court by any up- 
right ludge, and confequently you may eafily conclude what 
the Judgment rouft be : Nay, I will add, that fuch a Witncls 
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would hardly efcape nnpnDifh'd \ for 'tis his Duty to fpeai cht 
Trutby and the vfhAe Truth : Buc to mif-cranflace your Auchors, 
to cite chem b^ halves, and with ^cV, leaving out plain and 
cxprefs AfTcmons againfl you, sind adding of your own to 
chem y CO diflorc their plain Words, and to interpret, or, rather, 
CO declare dogmacically their Meaning contradiftory to^ what 
they fay, is fuch a Proceeding, as is no lefs than an Attempt to^^ 
impofe upon Mankind in che moft provoking Manner. 

Nay, you have not only corrupted your own TeftinEionies,- 
^but you are prepared to baffle the beft chat, can be brought 
againfl you, which is the Scripture, in che very Foundacion of ^ 
all Religion ^ for you are fo fond of your Notion of a made 
eody and chac che sw of God is z CredtHrCy and confequencly not 
£ternai^ chac fo avoid che Confequence of the Applicacion co • 
^ him o( che Expreflions which in che Scripcures are us'd co de- 
'note the Eternity of God the Father, you have ventured upon 
^ M very bold Affertion, « That this Etqrnhy rf the Father is onfy p^ 2$. 
' ^ * fuppos'd to be exprefs'd mthwt Proof *, it no »^ affearing^ that 
5 the Sacred Writers meddle beyond our Facukies with any Inch 
< abfolute Eternicy, either i Parte ance, or Parce poft, as the 
^ Schoolmen have fihee done. 

Scrange DoArme I buc moft wekome co Atheifts and DebaU'^ 
chees •, and j^rewel co all Faith and Morality t and co all Religion 
vrhich confifts of chem. 

. If the 6r()/>e/, which brought Immoirtality u Lights has not 

' -^^plainly and fully declar'd an Eternity fo much as ^ Parte poft^ 

^then neicher are our Souls immorcal, nor che foys of Heaven^ [ 

nor thf Torments of Hell everlaftiri^ i ac leaft che Light of Na- 

loire wi]l^m>c.bc fufficienc co convmce che Generalicy of .Man* 

kind of chefc Truchs, fince boch che Light of Nature, and of . 

the Gofpel too added to ity has not been effedual f God 

knows ) with coo many of che World , in (he jbveral Ages of 

it. But if che Expreifions in Scripcure of Eternity ^ Parte pofi^ 

fliould (ignify no more chan, according co your Conflruftion, 

^ a Duracion co che End of che Age^ or of che IVorld^ chen che 

Scace of good and bad Men will end wich ic ^ and , which is 

moft abfurd, che Happinefs of che one, and che Mifery of che 

ocher, will be at an End before che Perfeftion and Complecion 

chereof will begin ; which will not be cill the bay of Judg- 

fhenc, after chis World is diffolv'd^ and the Elements are rrtelted 2 Pec iL 

away with fervent Heat. 12« 

; Your Reafon you give, why the Sacred Wriccrs medjdic not 

*r' wich Eternity^ is, beeauje it is beyond owr Faculties : Perhaps 

^ Eternity^ a Parte pofiy is noc fo. Many wicked Men chink fo 

little of Death, that one may conclude, they fancy an Eternal 

Duration even upon Earth t and feme ancient philofopheri 

and modern Acheifts have declared cheir Belief, chac che Earth 
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Win tad/or fttfr, and that Matter was Eternal^ even J l^art^ 
unte. 
P. 3$. But if your Rcafon be^good, how comes your Scheme o£ 

Religion co be fbrm*d ? For you own, that the Generation erf" 
the Son of God was fn an ineffable Manner, that is, above oar 
Facuhies : Did you find this in the Scriptures ? This Part cer^ 
cainly is -j but then rhey meddle beyond our Faculties ^ an^ 
indeed a Revelation from Heaven does imply fomethins, which 
by Nature we could not krtow : But if you do not find the reft 
of your Scheme of Religion there, as moft certainly 'tis not ^ 
clicn you hafve undertaken a Subjeft, which the Sacred Writers 
thought too hard for them -, and if your Doftrines be true, 
then there are fomc Truths, which the Holy Ghoft, who was 
John xvi, to lead MS fnto aU Truth n^ceiTary to our Salvation, has nor 
i9« - difcovcr*d to us, but have been referv'd for you. Who can de^ 
lfu,Iiii,8. dare hk Generation f fays the Prophet. It feems he did not 
ff)refee that you would undertake to doit, tho*you acknow-* 
ledjje it to be ineffable *, nay, fo particularly, as to tell as 
plainly it was a Creation, and even the very Time of it, vj^» a 
P.1^,30, little before the Creation of the World, when * Almighty Q^i 
p ^ * refolv'don that great Work, perceiving that Wifdom was nece^-^ 

* faryfor it, he pefently creates her in himfelf, or out of hiSi 
< Subuance, into a real Being or Perfon -* tho^ of this you are 
doubtful ; for (as I obferv*d before) you cite another Autho- 

P» 33, rity , * that /V was not of the Unbegotten Subftance of theF^'^ 
« ther, but was itfelf begotten by the Divine Power % and that 

♦ He was Phe Ancientefl of GodV Creatures : even fo ancient, 
^ * that your Author cafd n^ to affign the Date oy his Generation, 

> or Creation. " ' / 

P# 15, But you fay from Tertullian very'truly, What other Chara- 

Aeriflick is there of God, b\xi Eternity ? And are the Scriptures 
filent in this, without which the Father himfelf would hot be 
God ? Could the Heathen Philofophers fpeak of this iq {o plain 
and lofty Terms j and did the Moly Qhoft not aflift, but fo in- 
dulge our Weaknefs, as not to fpeak of it ? tho' the moft im-* 
portant, becaufe tlie foundation^ of all his other Effential At* 
Z tributes. ^ ' ^ , 

tie If de ^l^f^^ch fays, the Temple of Ifis had this Infcription ; ^^) 
& of ide * ^ ^^ ^^ ^^^^ ^^ ^**^' ^*^ '^' tfn</ihall be 5 and no Mortal has 
© <<r ' * uncovered my Veil ;' And tho* we muft own, that we fee darkly^ 
^* ^^** and thro a Veil^ ( for who can comprehend the infinite Pcrfefti* 
ons of God ?) yer', that Qod muft be Eternal, is fo plain a 
Truth, that none who truly bcHcVd a God^ ever deny "d it. 
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^ Andl n aooeber Race, he gires a noble and cleganc Defcrip* 4^*" 9? », 
Cion of this Eternity^ vt^, (q) * God, wf muftfay^ is, W is p. 393. 

* m^ib rcy>f/iF ^0 00 Time, tup of a cimelefs, immoveable^ and 

• indeclinable Age or Eternity ; of vhkb there is no Before, or 

• After, or Now ; but being One, fills a Sempitermty with one 

• Now, and in this refpeH is folcly, really Being, neither part 
' iwr future, «f/VAer Beginning HOT Ending. 

And Flaio fiys, (0 5^<? attribute to the Eternal Being was and InTlmapoi 
fhall be, but not rightly j for according to true Speech or Keafon^ p.j?* 98. 
we fhokid afcribe to him onfy h. And accordingly, in another InPhxdro^ 
Place he ftilcs him, li ©k, the Being ; which he probably learnt p» 78. 
from the 7e»x, and the Writings of Mofes^ in which God him- t 

felf f!iles himfelf, / am ; which furely denotes his Eterniry : 
So chat it does appear in Scrippire, even immediately from God 
himfelf ; and cho' the Manner was above our Faculties, yet the 
Thing is not fo ; for it was an Anfwer to Afofes*s (^ueAion, and 
was to Satisfy, aa4 it did iatisfy him and all ihtJenPSy to whom 
be was fern* 

But in Support of your Opinion, yofi fay, « the Greek Lan- P. 28. 
' guapeliath Three Way^ of fpeakipg, which are [ometimes 

* render'd EternaL ' ' \ 

The iirft, axSvt&y or «c? edSv&f or «ep aitivmi or «c? 
^o¥av eumtm* 

* This you fay feldom or never fignifies a proper Eternity. 
The Second, Jj)©-^ 

This not always. 
The Third, CtwaiJ^Q-. 

This alone always does fo. 
And vou add, * T/x very remariahky that the Bible and Apo* 

* Jlolkal Fathers never, in this Cafe of the Antiquity of the 

* Sohj ufc any but the Ftrjl ^ Nwe of thefe before the Council 

♦ of Nke more than the nrfl^ and very rarely the Second-^ while 

* Athanafius and his Followers, and none before them, direftly 
< ventured on the Third Way of fpeaking, and caird the Son 

• Coetemal. 

This laft makes a fair Shew, but indeed is very, trifling ^ 
for if diii®' does not fignify a proper Eternity when apply'd 
to God^ how can you lay that auvtuHQ- always does fo .? For 




bivofA^ iU f di4)ov it^tSMy ix opd»^,^At>^ ^ c/^. <?; (w. 



uvVduA&i Coetefnaij is. only being with «?iA©-, Eternal ; o«; 
being what is ai^S*y EternaL ^ 

And there confd be no Occafion to (iWc the Son CoePernal^ 

till Hercricks fubtilly and fraudulently calFd *im God^ and yet 

deny'd his Eternity i Parte ante^ which was imply'd in God -, 

and therefore to obviate that Fallacy and Equivocation, 'twas, 

required that they fhould declare hini Coeiernal, that is, as the 

T>r. Ham- Father is Eternal^ fo is the Son too. And thus did the Jews^ to 

TOond an obviate the Hcrefy of the SaJducees j for when the Form, in 

the New which they concluded all their Benediftions, vir^.from Age^ was 

Teflamenty perverted by the Saddmees to their Senfe, vi^. of the Wprld j 

F« they appointed the Form to be , From Age and to^Age, that is, 

bf this Worlds and of the World to come after the Day of Doom. 

Now in the Nature and Reafon of the Thing, if the Son be jE- 

ternal, he mud be Co^^er»/«/ with the F^^^er, that is, Eternal ^^ 

well as the Father ^ neither being before or after the other, but 

both exifting eternally together. 

As to the other two Ways in Greek of expr^fling Eternity, I 
do own, that cam, and the Derivations from it, do lometimcs. 
in Scripture fignify^the Age of the World, and the Age of, the 
Qofpely and ^e) «*»i'©-, before the World be^an : But I am very 
forry the Inference from this Notion, and the Application of ir^ 
has been by you deriv'd from fo ill an Authority or Example, 
as that of the SaddiiceeSy the word Seft of all the Jews. 

I do own alfo, that ouffi&, is fomctimes apply d to Eternity 
only a Parte pojl 5 as in Jude^ ali^ioti A^jw^t Everiaftiifjg 

Chains ; ' . * , ^ .,. , 

5ut that thcfe Words do, m Heathen Authors, fignify a 
• proper Eternity when they dcfign it, and Eternity ^ Parte poft^ 
according to the Sub jea- Matter, I think, cannot be dcny'd. 
Plato:, in the Place before- mentioned, calls God At£toy hctcu^, 
De Mun- Artflotle, in like manner, ufes if a2^v@ , V^ <um©r ^Vfef- 
do,^847, fiav©-, to fignify Eternity. ^ ,. ^ - . , 

%6g. -Plutarch : >S 9ga< cJcivi®-, V^aiSv®- Bih. 

De Pla. And if thefe Words do not fignily a proper Eternity, I defirc 

Philof. you to tell me any Greek Words, that have been us'd by any 
^ 881! Greek Authors, to exprefs it. ^ 

And that a proper Eternity is defignd to be fpoken of in 
the Scriptures, and that in thofe Plagfrs thcfe Words are ufed 
to exprefs it, and cannot there be underftood and apply'd 
• to the Age of the Gofpel^ or the Age or Beginning of the Worlds 

or d Time before th^ Beginning of it •, and that thcfe Words are 
apply'd to the Son , as well as to the Father , I (hall now 

P 28 ''Tis indeed very remarkable, as you fay, that the Bii/^, 

' . « in thi Cafe of the Antiquity of the Sbn^ never ufes any but 

*. the Firft •; but if it fluould be fo, 'twill not be fubfcrvient 

to your Purpofc, bccaufc 'tis as remarkable, that tho' «?//©- 
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Jf tts'd when the Eternity of the Father is fyoken of, Rm. i. 30. 
Eternal Godhead ^ an<l IVifd. vii. 26. Eternal Light ; yet general^ 
and almojl.always^ the Firfl is us*d to exprefs the £tcrnity of 
the Father , and therefore, if apply'd to the S&n^ it maft de- 
notealfoA/V, not Antiquity^ hut Eternity. 

Now whether you have not been too rafli in aflertiog, that 
the Firdfeldom or never fignifies a proper Eternity, may/be 
Teen by fome few Inftances of the many which might be pro. 
duced. 

Getu XKu $$. The Name of the Lord was there call*d , 7V £- 

» 'uerlafting God. ^ 

Iftiah ^ j^^^j -^ I EverUfling God. 
Rom. xvi. ^6. J 
"DsLtt in 94. Ifts Dominion EverJaftiag. 
HabJii. 6. Hii Ways are Everlafting. 

In all thcfe Places «fJw©- is us'd, 

a' 

Pfal. ^^^: ^' % FromjverUfiing to eyerlafting, 
vU \ 9 f ^om everlafiing to everlafling. 
v/.« • JTl'Mt art from everlafiing. 

I ALII* 2«^ 9 ^'>'''^',<> *«» 

xxix. 10* The Lard is King for ever. 

cxix, 89, For evw' ^Ay fTflr/w fettled in Heaven. 
pcut. xxxii. 40. J lift up my Hand to Heaven^ andfay^ I live 

. forever. 
ban. xii. 7. swore By him who livethfor ever. 

Rcv.iv. 9. Who livetb for ever and ever. 

I Pet. V. 11. To him be Glory^^for' ever and ever. 

HfTt{\j odayac ^ aitlrm* 
J^Qilm X. 16. The lord is King for ever Md ever. 

eif "?* €uSvA 3^ tii ^ mSrtt rS aiS^^ , 

ifaiahlvii. i$. Who inhabiteth Eternity. 

P6L cxlv. 13. T^jy Kingdom it an everlafting Kingdm. • 

Now if thefe and many more fuch Texts fliould be interpret 
ltd of the Age of the Worlds or of the Gofpd , Aow unworthy 
mull fuch a Conftruftion be of the Maiefty and Glorious Attri* 
buKs of 'God I and indeed bow abfwrd / for then they will run 
thus; 

The God of the Age^ who inhabits the Age. 

His 



' IfM Power \ Dominiofll , Rtogdom and Ways are of tte 
Age* 

His iVord reniaineth ereo in Heaven, bnt to the Age^ or En£ 

of the World. 
Who is CO be prailed from the Beginning of the Age to die 

End of the Age. 
yifho from the Age^ or Be^nning of the Worlds is God, or ^, 

aiBd Jives to the End of the World : So that he begins and 

ends with the World. , 

How then is rfir Tirt} <uSpaf to be tranflated in the tord's 
Prayer? Is the Kingdom, the Foirer and the G/orr of God, to the 
Ages only, or the End of the World / And does the Son of God 

2 Cor. iv. ^^^^^ "5» ^^^^ ^^ v^y 9 ^ ^*y f^ ^ Sf* ^^ ^*y^» '^ i^wi^^ 

1 g^ * irA/ci& iire feen are temporal , Ji«f the Things which art not feen are 

, etlmitt^ eternal ^ but according to your Notion yon muH retid^ 

it, are to the End of the Worldy that is, are temporal. Is not this 

abfurd, and turning the Scripture into Nonftnfe^ 

Could the Heathens happily find an Eternal Godhead, and have 

I, . the infjf^ir'd Prophets fpoke of him and his Dminion as only of 

I fct,i-i9. thjg y^^^^^ , jj j.|^.j ^^f^^g Y^^^ ^f Prophecy, the Ught that 

(bines in a dark Place ,^ Add is this Light, and the Light of the 
Gofpel too, more dim than the Light of Nature and our Rea- 
fon, by which we arc affur'd he mufl be Infinite and Eternal^ 
or not God ? And is this Truth not to be mentioned in Scripture, 
Mattl XI. ^^^ *^ fl)ould dazzle our Eyes, and yet was revealed unto Babes ? 
g- 2* * ^^y ^^^ ^t turn' d back to weak and beggarly Rudiments to learn 
Gal iv c ^romiViif^rf, and «we to it, our Kii/A of this fundamental Artit 
• ^' cle of all Religion, and deny it to Revelation, and the Voice of 
God himfelf from -Heaven, lam,^ 
John viii. ' But in the Words of our Savionr*, If you had^known me , joif 
ip. would have known my, Father alfo, you would certainly have ai- 

low'd thefe Expreffions to have fully denoted an abfolute Eter- 
nity -, ( for in the Greek Authors they arc generally fo under- 
flood y ) but yon apprehend the Coritlrquence, which is inevi^ 
table, that if the fame Things, and indeed the infeparablePer- 
fe^ions of God and Eternity be attributed to the Son, ps well 
as to the Father^ then he mufl be God equal to the Father: Buc 
rather than allow Eternity to the Son^ you chtife ( I will noc' 
fay to deny, tho* your Conflrudlion of aimi&- in the before* 
meBcion'd Texts amounts to it, but J to take firom us the befl 
Evidence we can have, of the Eternity of "the Father himfelf, 
which is the Revelation he has given us of himfelf iff the: 
Scriprnres. 

I Aiould now mention fome of the many Texts, which plain- 
ly and fully exprefs and declare in the fame Terms, or equiva. 
lent with the above-mention'd, the Divinity of our Saviour, his 
Ettrnity^ and other ejjential incommunjicable Attributes of the Su* 
preme God : But ^ will be more proper^ after I have con« 



fiderM th^Text^ of Scripmre, which yott fatve qnoced to fup^ 
I jxMrc ypur Dodirine : Which I nofv proceed to da« 

The firft Text you quote is oac of Frwerbs^ which you ren« Chap. ?SL 
I, derchiiSy p.^. . ' 

i The Lord created me the Beginning of hk Ways for bh Worh.- V. 2a« 
i B^€ the World htfoimdtd mcy i> the Beginning bef(nre be made V. 23. 
I tbeEartb. 

Before tbe Mmtains of^ Water <ame. V. 25.' 

Bc^ tbe Mountains were faftned^ be begat me before rte Y. 2$* 

The Word in the Septuaglnt is indeed SfjcTjin, created-^ buc 
Bi4qp F4mcir in his Conunetit fays, that according to the ffe- 
brenfVttity^ 'This Text, if it belongs to this Matter, appears 
*. colifve been, as St. John fpeaks, with the Father in tbe Be- 

* ifnn'mg^ being his only Begotten before all Worlds ; and fo 

* the Ifebrejp Word, which we tranflate/^JTeff/ , fomctime^ fig- 

* nifies in Scripture , and is rendered by the Septua^int in ano« 

* ther Place, x//^. Zech. iiu $• iH/tjmni begot. 
I obferve, that in the 2 5th Verfe 'tis , be begat me , which 

feeins to. agree with what Bifhop Patrick fays (^ the Significa- 
tion of the Hebrew Word, in the 2 2d Verfe, and explains whac 
is. meant by created \ not chat Created and Begotten are the 
fame Thing, as I have (hewn before out of TertkUiari^ ^xA 
what I hfive faid upon it. 

Befides, you render, and fi) do our Bibles, the 25 th Verfe, 
he begat me -y but it (hould be, begets me, ytvZ ya , in the Pre- 
fent Ten& ^ and Origeni Obfervation upon it is very jufl, vi^. 9. Horn. ia 

"crenu 
10^. ' 




before, with whom it is dvfays to-day j and , as Plato faid , Is 
is the only proper Term to be ufed of God, 

And what you render in the 23d Verfe, before the Worlds and 
our Bibles, Eyerlafting , the Words are ^ rS tueSv®- : Of 
this I have fpoken already, and (hewn how improper your 
Conftruftion is. 

But I muft go-back to Bifhop Patrtck^ who fays indeed, that 
the Ancient Chriftians thought this Text might be apply'd to 
the Son of God^ the Eternal Wifdom^ (and the Auth(^, which I 
have here before cited, have done fo, but very diffbrencly from 
your CpnftruAion of them) but he adds, that they werenoc 
refolv'd whether they ought not to be apply'd to him rather 
in his human Nature ^ and he delivers his own Opinion, * that 

* Solomon thought of nothing but the wife Diredtions God had 

• given them in his Word reveal'd to them by Mo[es and the 
« Prophets.., 

And really your own following Quotations but of Eeclefiafli^ 

cw, do connrm Bifhop Patrick's Conftrudtion dF Wijdom in this 

Chapter of the Pfmrbs^ as I (hall jhew ^ which will alfo be a<» 

_ -^ _ --.- Anfwcr 
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Aofwcr to them, and be a furchet ConviftioQ of your tai£sA^ 
ReprefencadoD of your Quoutions, and of your creadng yoiir 
. Ttxts^ as yott have done your Tefthmmes. 

The Fir ft is ouc of EccL i. 4. Wlfdm baPb been created before* 
all TbingSm 

Now icis evident, thacxhis is meant of Wifthm , as it fig&i- 

fies theCrr^e of Gody or, in Bifhop Patrkk's Words , the wijfe 

Ml 7« w Direftions given by God 5 for Verfe 9. ^ She U wltb aU Fle/b^ 




m<. * ^^^^^ ^^* ^^ f^^ ^^ ^^ ^' ^^^^^ ^^ ^^ ^ Wi[dm. Noir 

aChron. i. ^^^^ ^^ ^^ Wijdom be, but that which Solomon nad ask'd of 
2^^ ' * God for himfelf, and God had given to him ? How can it be 
apply 'd to the Sain of God, as the Wifdom of God ? Is the Fear ^ 
of God the Beginning^ the Root of him ? Was he aeated with' 
^r ^ the Faithful in the Womb ? And Verfe 5. TMtWwdof God in 
i\^^* the higheft is the Fountain of Wifdm. Now either the IVord of' 
God here is the Sitn of Goi, and then Wifdom muft necefTarily 
be taken in the Senfe which I have mentton*d: For the fVord.or ' 
Wifdom of God, a)s denoting the Son^ can*t be the Founuin of 
the Wifdm^ or of the 5^ of God \ or if the Word of God be 
taken for the Direftions given by God , ^c. then HTifdom muft 
be undcrftood to be the Fruits and Effefts thereof, which is 
the Thing I was to prove* 

And niis Conftruftion will be further evident by the 24th 
Chapter, out of which you have taken your next Quotation ; 
and which is introduced by a Quotation, v. 7. as ask'd by ' 
P. xo* Wifdom, which you have omitted t In wbofe Inberitance /baO 
' I abide/ And the Anfwer is given, v. 8. which you dte in 

Part : ' Tben tbe Creator of at Things gave me a Commandment^ 
*' and be tbat created me cans'd my Tabernacle to tefl « 

Here you ftof^ with a Stroke according to ybur Cuftom ; for 

the next Words* are an Anfwer to the Queftion, and would 

have (hewn, that your Quontion was not to your Purpbfe: Like 

Johnxvili* him who ask'd, Wbat is Truth. ^ and went away without ftaying 

38. for an Anfwen The Words which follow arc : 

* And (aid, Let thy Dwelling be m Jacoh^ and thine Inheritance 

* in IfraeL And v. 10. In the My Tabernacle Iferv'd beforehim^ 

* andfo was I eSabliOid in Sion^ likewife in the belov deity be 

* gave me ReSt. And v« 23, AU thefe Things are the Book of the 

* Covenant of the moft High God^ even the Lar» which Mofescdm- 

* mandedfor an Heritage unto the Congregations of Jaa^' 

Thefe fully explain what Wifdom is fpoken of in this Chap- ^ 
ter, vix. That it was the Law^ and thofe Divine Innruftions ' 
which dod had given more particularly to the Jews^ and which 
PfaL xix. are fkid in the Scripture to make them wife , and wifer than 
7* their Enemies, who bad no Knowledge of God's Laws. 

PfaLcxix. "~ " ~ 

98. 1 And 
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i^jd the 26ch Vcrfe (A^ Memorial Is fweeter than Hmsf^ ad 
nv^ Inheritance than the Honey-dmh ) is the fame as in Fftd. xtx. 
9> 10. The Jwtffnents-of the Lord are fweeter than Hmey and the 
Honey-Qmb, , ^ 

And the 18th Verfe, (lam the Mother of Love^ Peary. KnaW" 
iedge^ and holy Hope ) is mofl properly apply'd to Wifdom^ as ft 
is thcOrace of God^ and the Divine Afftfiance -, for it is God's 
Grace that begets thefe Virtues in us. 

But if you will ftill apply Wifdom here to the Son of God, , 
then the i8th Verfi: Ailes him alsij^yvifi Eternal^ or begot fen 
from Eternity* And Verfe 35. ffe thatfinneth 4gainfl Me wrong" 
eih bis own Soul. Surely there is no Sin but againft 
God. 

There are fome Paflages in the IJalms fo exaftly parallel to 
your Text out of the Prorverhs^ that one would think Salomon 
had learnt and tranfcrib'd them into his Prwerbs from Mofes 
and David^sLS the Son of Sirach^ who imitated Solomon, did 
from him. 

Pfal. xc. 2. Before the Mountains were brought forth , or ever *Awp t5 
thou hadfl forrrid the Earth kni the World -^ even frmi everlaSing -alSv®' 
thou art God ^ or from everlafting to everlafling thou art. {i^^ ^ aiS" 

Novy if the Text in the Proverbs j Eefare the Worldy before he f « 01/ 4^ 
made the Earthy and before the Mountains , do fignify the Begin- . 
mng of Wifdom : And Eccl i. 9. Wtfdom /hall not fail to the End of > 
the World ( according to your Tranflation of thefe Texts) then . 
you ought to confhue the fame £xpreflioni5 in the 90th * 
Pfalm of the Almighty God in the fame manner , vit^. That he 
did begin but, as Wifdom did, before the World, and (hall lafl 
to the End of it $ which would be Blafphemy : And neverthe- 
lefs, to my Aftonifliment, you do fo conRrue it *, fox p. 6. you 
cite this Ffabn, s(nd render it, from the Age to theAge^ or from 
the Beginning of the World to the End of the World , thou arc 
God. 

Pfalm xtiii. 2. The Lord reigneth—the World alfo U eflabli/h'd^ 
that it cannot be moved. Vcr. j. Thy Throne is eftabliflid of Old j 
thou art from Everlafting. 

If this be apply'd to the Son of God, of whom the Jews jj:^ ^^j^^ 
affirm, ( as Biftiop Patrick lays ) this was a Prophecv, furely ^* 
this fuflScicndy exprelTes £^erni^/ •, or if it be faid ot God the ' 
Father^ then your Conftruftion of this will be as bad as the 
former, for the Words are the fame 5 or if you let them be 
underftood as they ought to be, of the Eternity of God^ you 
muft in Juftice undcrftand the Text in the Proverbs in like 
manner of the Eternity of the 5&0, if he be meant by Wifdom in 
that Place. 

Before I difmifs your Texts out of the Prwenbs^ I niuft fay ' 
(bme thing 19 the latter Part of the 2 2d Verfe, The Begim^ng of; 
bis Ways. 

To- 



/ 



t 4^ ] 

f D this it might fiiflSce to fay, that if ibe Ways of God are.- 
ir>erUflingj as is £iid ffabAiuS. then the Beginning of chofe^ 
Ways mud be evetlafllng too ; or , to fpeak more properly^ 
there is no Beginning of eheou God the Father is faid to be 
the Beginning and the End ^ furely this (ignifies his Eternity ^^iot 
ybu will not fay he has either ^ and this is (aid iD the Rgije^ 
latm more than once of the Son too. But let us conlider whar 
elie this Word <tpx^« which you render the Beginnings may 
fignify in this Place ^ for to interpret it fo as to make Wifd^ttf 
or the San of God^ the Flrjl of his Ways ^ or, as you mean, of 
the Creation, and fo a Part of it, is moft abfurd, as well as un* 
true, as I (hall fliew by and by. 

'Ap^«' fignifies not only Beginning, but alfo Principle, Vrlncipa^ 
Itty^ mminlon, Fawer ^ and id thefe Senfes is u&'d in the beft 
Greek Authors, and in the Bible. » 

Ariftotle has wrote a Book, which he entitles, ^iki if^Vt of 
or concerning Principles ^ and fo has Orlgen toa 
In Ph«- And both ArlSotk zn^' Plato agree, ("«) that iip^, « tbe 
dro,^24$^ « Principle, ts unmade \ far by tbe PirlnclpU it is of Neceffity tbat e* 
* veryjblng that is made, be made* 

P.io. 




* Peter ferfeSly weU underflood that Exprejjien, In the Begin- 

* ning , or by the Principle , God made the Heaven and tbe 
\ Earth. 

And fo is do^ by Jujiln us'd in your Quotation out of him, 
if you would nave truly rendred that Paflage. 

Why then will you not allow it the fame Signification in this 
Text of the Proverbs, fince it perfectly agrees with what you 
do allow^ vlx,, that the World was made by the Word, or Jfif/"- 
<fowof-God } or, in the Words oi Peter and Clement, the Prin- 
ciple ? And this very Text of the Proverbs implies this Con- 
ftruftton ', for the Conclufion of the VerCb is, iti ifya. lum^ for 
bis Works -, and thus the Tjwo Parts of this Verfe will agree ve^ 
ry well, tbe Principle of Ways fm his Works ^ but then the Con- 
fequence will be, that the Son of G(d ( if he be meant here by 
Wifdomy which I think he is not) was not created , for the 
Principle is unmade. 

And why may not even the Word Be^nning be equivaletit 
to Principle ; for Orlgo, which fignifies Beginning, is made an 
£nglijh Word, Origin, and fignifies alfo the Source or Spring-, 
bead. 

The other Signification of «p^, vl^. Principality, Dominion,] 
Power, is very proper and applicable to the Eternal Wifdom of 

_ ' ' • ^ 
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Ood % for he direfts, orders, and governs us, and the whole Ifa. ix. 6, 
Creation; as the Prophet fays, Tbey or wbofe Governhient (not in a^^* 
^hore Eegimtng ) fhall be upon bis ^kUtrs. And fo in the tpl- ViiyLKyi i 
lowing Verfc, (not hi^ Begtnnhg^ but ) his Gdvemment or Da- dp^ iu/jS* 
Pinion is great. And thus Terttiliian expounds both the Signi- P* ^i6, 
tfcadon of the Word d^^y ^nd the Application of it : And moft §. 19* 
certainly the Text in DeuU xxxiii. 37. roufl be fo underftood. Adv. Her- 
which, as it is in the Septuaginty muft be rendred, the Power mog. 
9r tyommion of God /hall cofoer thee ', for fvrely you wilt not SiuWo-ff 
tranflate it, the Be^mn/n^ of God, who has no Beginning. And n df»<i{^. 
fo J^ude the 6tb, i^^v is rendered in the Margin^ Principality j -xjn* 
and fo alfoCo/. i. 16. ctpp^oi, Ptititipalitks. 

There is another Account which may be given tif this Text, 
and is certainly trne of the Jbir, as the fVifdm of God, ( tho'f 
take it from a Book, whofe Authority you will not allow,, nor OrigenJ 
i affert) t/z^. He is the Way that leads to God-^ and in this re-. ,j^ ^^ 
fpcft he may very properly be the Beghm'tni of his Ways, ^v^p^i-ji^ 
and yet no created Being •, for furely 'twas this Wifdom^ this 
l^bgosy that inftrutled the Old World, and came at lall into it^ 
to flicw them a more excellent Way \ agreeably to this he fays* 
/ am the Way : No Man cometh unto the Father but by me 5 aild Johnxiv* 
n^ithoHt ( or fevered ) from me, ye can do nothing. And St. Foul 6, 
lays, lean do all Things thro* Chrtfl which firengtheneth me. And yo^^xu 
as he is flil'd the Authot of our Faith^ and the Captain^ or Leader, John xv^ 
of our Sat-oation^ ( in both Places, d^y^-^i ) he may be proper* $. 
V^ faid to be the Beginning of bis Waysy for bis Works : For as Phil if* 
We are his Workmanfhip, fo he (hews us the Paths of Life^ 13. 
and leads us in the Paths of Kighteoujnefs^ in the Way everlafting \ HebJcii. a« 
and the Word of God is a Light unto our Paths^ that our Footftept \ui :^» 
flip not. Pfal. kvu 

Upon the whole, as Bifhop Patrick fays, the anciept Fathers 11. 
thought this Text might be apply*d to the Son of God 5 lo it xxiii.jJ 
was not apply'd to prove him a Creature. On the contrary, cxxxiz* 
your Eufebiusy in the Chapter before cited, when he fays that 24- 

Solomon gives us the fame Senfe, t;;:^. that he was Jehovah^ he cix.io$, 
immediately cites this Text of the Proverbs *, furely you will xvii. 5- 
not Dy, that he firfl makes Solomon affert his Divinity^ and thea 
quote his Words to prove him a Creature* And pamphilus (") p. j6o* 
in his Apology for Origen, immediately cites this Text, after 
he had reckon d into the Number of Hercticks, thofc who de- 
ny'd him to be the Erfi^begotten^ and the Qod of the v^bole , 

Creation, and the Wordj and Wijdom^ which is the Beginning of 
his Ways. t 



(«») Eos, qui primogcnitum eum negant, & totius Creaturat 
Dcum, 8c Vcrbura, & Sapicntiam, qu^ eft iaitium viarum 
Dei* 
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But as poficive fs you are, that this Text, lVw« Tiii. 22» is 
a full Proof, (hat W'tfaem < which vbu interpret to be the San of 
G6c^) was cTM^ft/ ; I fiod, p. 3$. tnat you have quoted Irtn^us 
for applying (his fame TeKc to the Holy Spirit \ and you, 10 
like manner, infer from thence, chat die Holy Gh$ft was 
created by God: I have already flicwn, chat it is not to be un« 
derftood of the.Sbfrof God^ and you have furnifli'd me wicb> 
Arguments, that it cannot be conftrued of the Holy Gbcft h for 
you make him to be the Creature of the Sim of Gody and not 
immediately of God the Father \ and if you will fay, he was 
the Creatme of God the Father by the 5bii, yet how can you 
make him, as is faid, v, 22. the Eeginmng of his Ways, or, in 
your Language^ tbeFirfiot the Creatmf for you fay, h 37* 
He was not of equal Antiquity with the Soh ; nor can there be 
Tm Ftrfts^ or Two Beghnims ^ nor could die Holy Ghoft^ the 
Creature^ be before his Creator^ fciLiY^ Son by whom he was 
created. 

That is what I have to offer in Anfwer to your Three Firft 
Texts, /». 9. and in fome meafure to the lad out of the Reve^ 
iation^ Chap. fii. 14. fo far as relates to the Conftruftion of the 
Word eee X" ) ^^^ ^^^ ^^ ^y E^xcufe for the Length of what 

1 have fiid upon them. 

1 cdne now to your Text, Coi.u 1$. And, Firft, to the 
firft Part of it i * Who is the Image of che iftvifibleGod. 
This Text which is here cendefd Image, eimv^ and fa 

2 Cbr. iv. 4. is in Heb. i. 3. ^c^Knm^ 9 \saD^<ii»< kjujS* The 
Charader of his Subfifteoce or Pcrfonj and the Words im« 

'A-yro 'iKLa- 'ncdiately preceding are. The Brightnejs (or bright Emanation) 
g^ ^ of his Glory ^ equivalent to thac in Wlfd. Chap. vii. v. 26. of the 
''^' Eternal Light. Now what hath been already faid of thisSplen- 

' dor and Emanation of the Eternal Light, may partly explain 
what is meant by ^c^ktU^ i xsm^'ffiau and by drnv : For 
it cannot be imagin d that the firft (hould be infeparable, a nc- 
ceffary Emanation from, and the fame with, the Eternal Ljght, 
and yet the very next Words (hould declare him to be fuch 
an image as is but a Figure, a Reprefentation of it, but in 
Nature and EiTence different from it: And if^^^iif properly 
iignifies the Impreffion, the Fortn j fo that in Him^ I may fay, 
was imprinted the Godhead, or, as the Apoftle fays. In Him 
Col. ii. 0. dweUetb all the Fulnefs of the Godhead; And, as He again lays, 
who being in the Form of Gcd, thought it not Robbery to be equal 
PhiJ. ii. 6. with God -, and who can be equal with God, or in the Form of 
God^ but who is God, Infinite and Eternal ? And that the Apo. 
ftle fo means, is plain by the Exprtffion following, which is 
apply 'd to his Manhood -, Taking the Form of a Servant, beht^ 
mads in the Ltkemjs of Man* So then we muft either with the 
Gttoliicis deny the ReaHcy of Chrtft's Coming in the Flefti, or 
we muft own, that He, by being in the Form of God, was de- 
clared 



f4;] 

cltt'i by the Apoftle z% truly God, and not barety, !n yduf 
Scnfe, the tmage of God ; as by being in the Farm of a ServaHp^ 
and in the Likcnefs of JifoMt He was realfy Man, and not the 
Appearance only of a Man. 

And in 2 Con ir. 4. where Vis again laid. Who ft the Tmage of 
Gociy 'tis laid in the dth Verfe, Godbathfhlnedin our Hearts^ ta 
4ive the Ugbt of the Knowledge of the Glpry of Goi in the Face^ 
pr rather theFerfm^ ^ JefusChrtfl: For fo alfo ^<n»7tw fignU 
fies, and is fo renaerd, d^^^ii. 10. And Dr. ffammond in 
his Commentwrj fays, Chrifl reprefenrs Almighty God to iL 
ooE as a Pifture does the Body, but as a real, fubflantial Ima^ 
of him* 

And the very next Words in the Text, Heh, 1. j. (of which 
we hare been Ipcaking) are, upbolding all Things by his tomr^ 
which none can do buc Qod tvho is Omnipotent. 

I do own, that Wx^ does properiy, in the common Acce^^ 
cation of the Word, lignify an Image or FtSwre of a Thing ^ 
but as, I hope, I have (hewn it does not, it cannot fo lignify 
in the places aforefaid ^ fo it will be plain, that this Word 
here inu(K 'igt'ify Q^c ^ Pi^ure^ but a fall^ lively and perfeB 
Image* By another Text in this Epiftle to the Hebrevps^ Ch* x* 
y. I. < ne Law having a Shadow of good Things to come^ and not 
* the very Image (or Image it f elf) of the Things, , Here the it dJiiuf 
tmage of the Things, mufi fignify a full and ptrfeU Image of ^ §ixir^ 
the Things themfcTves ; or elfe if Image fignifies only the 
PiSure or Keprefentation^ *cis no more than Shadow^ and then 
'ti$ no AntithefiSy which was neceffary in this Argument of the 
Apoftle ; nay, 'tis a ContradiSion in the very lame Sentence, 
for it will run thus^. The Law having a$Woir-~and not tuiving 
the very Shadow* 

I come now to the Second Part of your Tcict, CoL i. 1 5* the Ktfff%mf2 
Firfl barn of every Creature^ or of the Creation^ as it is render*d| 
An/, iti. 14. a42d cited by you, p. io« from whence you would 
infer our Saviour to be a Creiture^ tho* the Firft4arn and the 
Chief of them. 

But if you would have added the next Verfe, and what fol* 
lows, it would manifeAIy have appeared diat he coujd not be 
oae of them, for it is faid ^ 

For by him were all Things created that are in Heaven, and y^^^ ,^^ 
that are in Earth, vifible and invifible 5 whether they be Thrones, »^ * ^* 
or Dominions, or Principalities, or Powers ^ all Things were ^^^* 
created by himy and for hJm» 

Heocc it will follow, that \£ Ha made z\\ Things in Heaven 
Had Earthy and, as St. Ji^n adds, chat without him was nnt my C 1. ?.' 
Thing made that was made •, furely. He himfelf was not made 5 ;^ek 
for 4 Creatnre could not make himfelf^ All Things art of God, *^. ►. 
and ^;'.God, Ariflotle could fay ; But we need not the Divine Ariftor^de^ 
Authority of the Scriptures, nor the Sagaoicy of a Philofopher 5 Mundp, . 

D 2 common p, I $r. ' 
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common Seofe is fufficient to inform us, that the Maker cannot 

be s Part of the Things micie. 

Ei^ tiutJi And the following Verfc would hare toM you, that he was 

ifuJ^Mtft God V For It pleafedtbe Father, that in Htm fkuld all Fulnefs 

'mw 19 dmeU ^ or all Fulnefs was pUafed to dwell in him i and what that 

'jThifWfiA Fulnefs is, we fee in the Second Chapter, i/. 9. all the Fklnefs 

KitTUkSh of the Godhead : Which Text is introduced in a very remarkable 

r«r. Manner, as if the Apoftle had forefeen what he (ays ip another 

I Cor. i. Place, that the Wife, the Scribe, the Difputer of this Worlds 

so. f to whom the DoSrine concerning Chrifl, was Iholipnefs^ tho' he 

28. truly was the Power of God, the Wifdom of God ) might at- 

29* tempt to pervert others from the true Chriftian Faith. CPor» 

as I obferv'd before of the Platonifts^ Tertullian fays of the 

Adv. Jud. PhiJofophers in general, that they were ffaretic^um Patriot^ 

c*9*t» 1^2. cha.) He cautions the Coloffians againfl their Infinuations, in 

the Verfc immediately preceding •, Beware left any Man fpoil 

(or make a Prey of, or enfnare) you^ thro' Pbitofophy and vain 

Deceit^ after the Rmliments of this Warldy and not after Chrifi: 

F(fr in him dvrelleth all the Fulnefs of the Godhead bodily. And 

Comment. Dr. Hammond obferves, that as cZf^ is often loll jh the Geni- 

465. tive Cafe following it^ as, oiptA-yas^ Me^ eSiUA XeerSf, Chrifl^ 

fo here aafjuLuxSt Bodily^ may be aken in the £ime Senfe by 

Identity of his very Eilence. 

^ And I think it is very obfervable, that when in the i$th 

Verfe he had ftil'd Him the Firfl-bom of every Creature^ the next 

Verfe begins, For, 277, or becaufe^ By him were all Things crea^ 

tedy &c Now if the Apoftle had meant to affert him in the 

1 5 th Verfe to be a Creature^ the Reafon he gives for it, or the 

Argument he ufes to prove it in the i5th Verfe^ vi^. Becaufe 

he himfeif created all ThingSy is the moft furprizing that ever 

was urg'd by plan ; elpecially by that Apoftle, who had J|f- 

ferted, that the Creation of the World was a full Proof of the 

Rom. 1.20. Eternal Godhead \ and therefore could not now coniiftently with 

hfmfelf make it alfo the Proof of a Creature : So that if when 

he undertook to declare to the Athenians the unknown God^ and 

whom they ignorantly worp/rpp'dy the Philofophers, or even Men 

of common Senfe had heard him reafoning in this Manner, 

they would with Juftice have cry'd out, What will this JBabbler 

Aftsxvii. ^^'^'^ 

J 8. What I have here before faid of the Signification of dfyji^ 

may ferve alfo to explain the Meaning of Firfi-bom in this 

Text; For tho' the literal and primary Signification of «rc^7o'- 

wv.©- be firft-born^ yet zs Primogeniture gave to the Eldeft 1 

Superiority and Dominion over his Brethren ; So in this Senfe 

' ic ought to be taken here 5 and the i8ch Verfe of this i Colojf. 

leads us plainly to it ^ for 'tis faid. He is the Head of the Body 

the Church, the Beginning, the Firft-born /row the Deady that in 

litiorJi!^ aU Th'wgs he might have the Pre-eminence, or^ more literally^ be 

Chief. 

Sd 
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So I Cbron^yxvu lo. Becaafe there was no Eldefl^ hU Father 077 ^k ^v 
made him theQYixtf^ or Ruler \ which Privilege did belong to ^o^tvtv- 
che Eldefly and which, as fuch, he inighc of Right have jc@-« 
claim'd. ' *Ap^fT<» 

So when Ifaac had made Jacah Lord over his Brethren, or of GeQ.xxvii. 
his Brother, Efau complain'd that Jacob had fupplanted him, 2^. 
and taken away his ( itgc^-rmKtet^ Aiglics of) Elrthrighty and Tv dJiK" 
the Blefling which apperuin'd to ic ^ir. 

And FfM. Ixxxix. 27. / will make him mj Firft-born, hi^t 
than the Kings of the Earth -, that is, fays Dr. Hammond^ the 
moft gkrims o£ them -, for, literally, David could not be the 
Firft'born. 

The literal Tranflation of this Verfe feems plainer to this 
Scnfcj I will place him ^ leaving out my ) Firfl^born -j that is, yidyl 
ftt him in the Station of the Flrft-born^ or Eldefly make him 4^^^^^ 
Chiefs as in the Chronicles before-mention'd \ or Lardj sis Ifaac ffj^p eij^^. 
did Jacob. ^^ ^^^^ 

'Tis faid, Heh, xii. 22. ye are calPd to the General Affemhly 
of the Church of the Firft-horn : Muft this be conflrued literally 
of the Charrh of the First-born^ or Eldeft^ as 'tis in the 78th 
Ffalmf V. $1, hefmote all the Firft-born in Egypt ? No, furcly j Rom. xvi. 
this is meant, and fo Dr. Hammond expounds it, of the Apoftles 5. 
and firfl Converts to Chriflianity ^ and fo Epenetus is caird the viji, 22. 
fir ji Fruits ofAchaia^ thofe who had the firfi Fruits of the Spirit. 
And St. p^/ tells us, another Title our Saviour had to this 
Appellation of Firftborn^ viz. Whom he did foreknow^ he alfo did Rom.viii. 
predeflinate to be conformed to the Image of his Son, that he might ^9* 
he the Firft-born among many Brethren : Or^ as he is ftird, 
Heb. ii. lo, in Terms equivalent, the Captain of their Salvation^ *Af^ji<* 
whom^ y»li. he was not afham'd to call Brethren \ or, as it is 
Heb. xii. 2. the Author and Fini/her of their Faith. *^i^^<^ 

To conclude this Point j furely there are many figurative 
ExpreHions, which it would be abfurd to conftruc literally i 
Jam the Vine ^ This is my Body\, 5cc. Nay, fomc Things, which 
are faid of Men, cannot be fo taken neither ^ a new Creature^ 
created in Chrijl unto good Works^ born again, &c. Shall we fay, 
like Nicodemus, Can a Man enter the (econU Time into his Mother* s 
Womb ? To which, and to all fuch Conflruftions, there needs 
no other Anfwer than what our Saviour gave to him, Art thou i^^^ j-^ 
a Af after of Ifrael, and knor^efl not thefe Things ^ 10. * 

There remains but one Text more which you have cited, 
i^X* Heb. iii. 2. Who was faithful to him 

♦A^# S ^0 our Tranflation, appointed ? , . 
^^^^' ^ in your Tranflation, made S 
And you (ay, < that the Author to the Hebrews direSly afirms^ 

♦ That God made Chrift, which in the ^th Century was reckon'djo *^* 3^ 

• Heterodox, that this Epiftle wa^ in Jome Places feldom read in 
< Fublick', and that partly out of the Dread of fuch an Exprejion j ^ 
U Pbilaftlrius ^Satch. 

D 3 I have 
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I have oot tli^c Book, fo I can*c trice you in this Quofation ; 
But I wonder that it was pofUble for any Man to dread this 
Ex predion or Te^t ; for I will, with great Affurance, affirm. 
That the Apoflle does not fay that God made Chrift in yoar 
Senfe, or in any Senfe^ that even an Athanafian (as you term 
us ) wiJ] not acknowledge with Joy^ and with a fM A^arance 
of Faith ; But that you ihould fo tranflate and apply this Text 
to prove the Son of God a Creature^ and charge the Apiflle 
with aflerting it exprefsly, I would not have believ'd from any 
Man but your felf ^ for furely never was any Part of the Scrip- 
ture fo perverted and didorted to ferve a Turn* 

I do agree that TnAm does fignify to make in your Senfe, 
^nd you cannot deny that it alio fignifies to affomt or confiitufe i 
9Qd that it is fo us'd Ibmetinies in Scripture. 

I Chron. xxvi« to. 
node him Chief. 

Rev. i. ^. 
< Hath maie us Kin^s and PrieSs. 

Hcbr. V. J. 
Chrtftghfiffi^to be made ob Ht^ Prieft. 
not bimfelf XViH^iSjoA df^tfktt. 

Which Word i^n^luScu more ftrongly denoces making in your 
Senfe, than miiottw \ and yet furely no Man will make fo ndu 
culoas a Con(lru6tion of any of the Texts, as to call them 
r Creations^ as you would have this ^d Hebr. to be under ftood ^ 
which plainly fignifies no more than appointing^ or, if you 
pleafe, making him our High Friefi ^ as will be niofl evident. 

This Third Chapter begins thus . 
Where forty holy Brethren^ conjider the Apofiie and High- friefi of 
M Frcfe^on Chrift JefuSyWho was Faithful to him that 

Wherefore denotes an Inference from fdme Premiffes, and fo 
leads to the Context, and the foregoing Verfes at the £nd of 
the fecond Chapter, vi:^. 

■ Forafmuch then as Children are Partakers of Flefh and Bloody hei 
yeM4« alfohimfelf took Part of thefame^ that thro" Death he might <fc- 
♦ Jlroj bim^ that bad the porfer of Deaths thai if^ the DeviU 

for 
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Mhr^Jhe taak on him the Seed of Abraham. Vcr. irf, 

Wherefore in all Things it behcvd him to be made like unto bis 1 7. 
Brethren^ that he might be a merciful and faithful High-Prieft, 
in Things pertaining to Gody to make Reconciliation for the Sins of 
the People* 

For in thai he himfetf hath fuffered being tempted^ he is able to i2. 
ftecconr them that are tempted. 

Then follows the Third Chapter, Wherefore'^ holy Brethren^ 
&c« as above. 

You may fee that the wiioic Difcourfe of the Apo^le relates 
xo his^uman Nature \ He took upon him Flefh and Bloody and in 
^Ui Things was made like unto his Brethren \ and the Reafoa given 
for it is, That he might be a merciful and faithful High prief^ in 
Things pertaining to God -^ and then to offer up himfelf a Sacri- 
fice to make Reconciliation for the Sins of the People: Was it not 
in this Refped, as Man^ that he died? For, furely, *tis BlaC- 
phemy to fay, that his Godhead dy'd ; and yet I know noc 
how you can avoid it, if you apply your Text to his Divine 
Nature. Was it not, as Many chat he became our ffigh-Ptiefl / 
I>o not you argue from thence againft polycarp's and fuflin's P» 25» 
crallioj^ him Eternai High-Prieft ? Was it not the Hgh-Priej^ that 
"vt^s faithful .^ If then he that was faithful was the High-Priefi j 
if the High'Prieji was he that dy'd for us ; and in order to it, 
took our Ftejh -and Bloody and became Many then it was as fucb^ 
viz. as Many that the Apoflle fays he was made and conflituted 
High-Prieft, who, as St. Paul fays, ever livetb to make Inter- Heb.viv 
cejpon for us, ' 25.* 

I muft aHb take Noti|:e that he is here ftird Apoflle too, or 
as the Word iignifies, Meffenger : Now he was that Meffcngcr 
as Many to bring us the glad Tidings of Salvationy and to teach 
tts an holy Religion, by which we might obtain it • So that he, 
who was made or conflitnted an Apoflle and High-Prieft, may 
alfo be (aid to be made, becaufe both as an Apojile and ff/gh^ 
Priefi he was Man^ and was therefore made Man, that he might 
be Both. 

I have now gone thro* and examined your Texts and your 
Teftimonies 5 and, I hope, have ftiewn that the On^ are either 
noc applicable to your Purpofe, or very ftiort of proving what 
you aim at : And for the Othery I am very forty I muft fay 
you have very grofsly corrupted your Wicneifes ; Such Evi- 
aence is enough to fpoil even a good Caufe ; but I muft own 
it is very proper for a bad one, which with fuch only can, 
with any Colour, be fupported : Neverchclefs you do, in a 
very pompous Manner, fum up your Evidence ; but I can't be 
convinced by it^ for your Premiffes do not vvarrrnt your Con^ 
clufiony nor ought I to be carry d about and tofs'd to and fro with Galjv.14. 
every Wind of DoHrine by ti)e Sleight of Men ; and this Advice is 
repeated, Heb* 13. where after the Apoftle had in the 8ch 
Verfe cold 0$, that Jcfus Chrift wrf/ the fame Tefterday^ and to 

£4 i^^y 



ViPfy andff ever ; he adds to die ^ Verfe, be mt carried ahuf 
mthjirange VoOrines ^ and Ram^ sui. 17. he prays us to 5e- 
ware of tbm that caufe Dhnfims and (fences contrary U the Dth- 
Urine we have learnt. And indeed I wonder thac chc Proofs, 
which you have produced^ conid penrerc yon from the Faicii 
Tim. W ^^^^ which yon were baptiz'd : Qpic the Sfirit exprefsiy fpeaketb^ 

^ cbe laft Verfe of the preceding Chapter cclk us, what that 

Fa^th was, v/^. The great Myftery 0/ Godl'mefs^ God mamfefled 
in the flejb. Bat they who had their Denominatioo from a 
Pretence of greater Knowledge and clearer Infight into the 
Myfteries c^ the Chriftian ReHgion than others, were the Men^ 
who moCi corrupted the Doftrines of it by their Rrange Opt- 
2 Pet, iii* nions ^ and they were the mfiable who wrefted ( or perverted » 
16. or deprav'dj the Scriptures , which furely are profitable far Do* 

^TfiCxH' Srine and InftruSien : And 'ris a terrible Threatning pronoun- 
^r. ced by David to the Adverfaries of Chrift, and repeated by 

2 Tim. iv. St. Panly Let their Eyes be darkned that they [ee not-^ and let 
1 6. that which flmld lueoe been jar their Welfare , becmie a Stumblings 

vtiL IxiK. bhckf an Occafnn tf their Falling^ and ^ibf ir Recampence, 
19. In dating the Texts and Teflimonies on both Sides, yoa 

Eonn.xi.9. have begun with the Texts cited by Mr* Seaton , and have 
%ngjrJk' mentioned mofl, but not all of them .- And yoa have thought 
Aor. it a fufficient Anfwer to infert your Interpretation of the Terms^ 

c^r7«7i8(A- Eternal^ Eternity^ by the Words Age and the Warldy of which 
^. I have already faid what occurred to me. 

You have alfo, with a feeming Generofity, added fome Te- 
Aimonies from the Fathers, in which alfo you infert your Con* 
ArudHon of Eternity^ and very fcmarkably in the 8tn and 9th 
Pages your Author calls ChriA's Generation hoL^^r^ Beginnings 
kfs ; and you help us to underAand , according to your Noti- 
on, but contrary to the Signification of the Word, His Gene- 
xation Oo/jr before the Beginning of the Wo^d. T . . 
Then you fum up all by laying, v •» • 
« Thefe Pidjages out of Eufebius, &c. bid the fairefiftr a real 

* Eternity of the Son ^ yet *tis plain from other Paffages, that 
< all of them were utterly againA a proper Eternity of the Stet^ 

* as we (hall fee hereafter. . . # , t . . ; 

By which laA Words I fuppofe you mean you|r (Quotations 
on the other Side. Thefe I have examinVi,. and wiil^ with 
fome Confidence, affirm, that you have by no Means madie 
good your AfTertion -, and fince you fay, that * thefe are the, 
,• principal Original Texts and Teftimmies wUch concern the import 

* tant Snb'jeO before us^ ' I might venture to leave the Matier 
here, and fay to you, in your own Words, p. 57. If you wiU 
foberly review only your own Evidence^ and Aate it fairly, cwith4 
out putting Words into your Witnefles Months, and make a 
jufl ConAru^ion of your Quotations : I might appeal to you^ 
fHppoJwgyou bad w Biafs, Whether you can in Confcience pcrfift 
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in the Opinion thac our Saviour is but a Crea^e^ fo €9iMtr) H 
the Original Chrifltan Religm ? Nay, I will fidd, fo contrary 
CO all Sic Predidions of the Prophets^ the interpretation of 
many Texts by the Learned Jews themfelycs, and the Expe- 
^acion of the Jewi/h Nation of what their Mefflab was to bc» 
o//:^* the Word of God^ the Son of Gody God equkl with the Fa- 
ther. And for this I have the Authority of your great EufebU P- JJ. 
«r, which I have already cited, ( whom you fay nme of the 
learned will any nme pretend that he was an Athanafian ; and 
therefore he can't be charged by you with Partiality to our Do- 
^rine : ) He lays, that the Hebrew Oracles ftiJe him the Word 
pf Qod^ God of Gody as we Chriftians are taught to fpeak of 
him ^ and for Proof quotes fome PafTages out of Mofes and 
Davtdy and that the 7^irx applied to him tvcn tht ineommmttca^ 
hie A^^me Jehovah : And I hope by further Evidence and full 
ProoB CO make good the following Propofitions, which com* 
prehend what I have to fay upon this Subjeft. 

t. Tba| many Pafiages in the Old Teftament, which wert 
fpoken as of Gm, were interpreted by the Learned Jews them- 
lelvesof the Word of God in the highefi Senfe ; notwithflandins 
whsit you fay, p. 25. ( without producing any Evidence for it3 
'f that the ancient Chrifiians never iook'd upm them as true of the 
• Son himfelf, but of the Father only* 

2. That the Pre£Sions of the Afeffiab make him to be Eternal 
Pod. 

3. That the Jews had this N«ioo of their Mejjfah. 

4. That the Scriptures of the Hew Testament exprefsly de- 
clare him to be fo. 

Which when I have done, I hope 1 (hall free my felf from 
your Sufpicion which you infmuate, that / have a Biafs in this P. j8. 
i^uedion, meaning, 1 prefume, the Prejudice of Education -, 
for which, indeed, I dlily blefs the good Providence of God^ 
and hope by his Grace (hall never caU off thatjiriiF Faith, but 
rather be (Ircngthen'd in it by that Holy ^pirit^ which hath fur« 
oifh'd to me in the Scriptures, and epabled me in fome Mea- 
fure to give, many Reafons for it. 

Tho'I nuy fay, as in Controveriies at Law, he that will fue 
me for my PolTeflion, muft firft make out his own Title, bteifore 
I need produce any Evidence for mine ^ fo fince we are in Pof« 
feflion of this Dodrine for whiph I contend; and this PolTefli- 
on has beep for 1700 Year^; therefore tiil you have made ap- 
pear the Truth of yoinrs; by better Proofs than you have hi- 
therto produced, which yet yovt fay arc the befi you have, 
^here can be nef great Opcafiot?, nmch lefs have you any Hi|Ht 
10 demand of me, to*<coD^rn>, by -any Teflimonies, our Con* 
icflion of that Faith, qn which Chrilt has founded bis Churchy 
sikinS winch the Gates of HellfiaU not prevtuli \ 

:■:. ;v- . . , .-■.■:, .\i:'^ But 



H* iStit before f proceed, I defire to fay fomethiag to the C/aim 
you make to the septu^gmt VeHioOj from wncncc, you fiiy, 
Chrifl add his Apoflies altfiays quoted the Old Tcftamenc* 

That their Quotations were generally from the Septnagmt. 
Tranflatioiiy I do not deny; much lefs will I deny the Autho- 
rity of that trafiflation, efpeciaHy of thofe Places referred to 
ID thofe (^nocatidns : But that their Quoutions were always 
out of that TranflatioB, I believe, when you thtnk again, yon 
will not fo peremptorily alTerr, becaitfe there are luAances to 
the contrary. 

And you cannot deny, but that 'tis only a Trai^atim^ and 
therefore cannot be more authenttck than the Original Hthrew ; 
nay, as the Author of the Profogne to Ecelefiafiktts fiiys, * i$ 

* Wtti? come flaH t>f (me Words -^ for tbefanK Things uttefdin 
■ Hebrew, tf«i ftanjlafed info another Langngge^ have not the 

* fame Farce in them \ and not only thefe Things^ but the Lam and 

* the Prophets (aft Brophecies) have no fmall Difference vrhen they 

* are fpoken in their own Language. And 1 will add, that there 
is me very material Word in Hebrm^ which cannot be expre&'d 
by any Word in «ny other Language ^ and as there are Idioms 
in every Language, fo the Tranflation rouft be underftood m 
that Senfe in whkrh the Original is taken^ and tho' our Sai^* 
tmt quoted the (hreek Verfion, yet he did not fpeak in the 
fireek Tongue -, and the Jems took what he faid, in the Senfe 
in which they uaderftand their own Text, as will be manifefl 
by and by : And the Apoflies who had the Gift of Tongues, 
dciivcr'd their ^oftrines, which they received from him, in 
plain Words, fuch^as their Hearers uiiderflood, and as fully as 
the Myftcries of our Salvation could be exprtfs'd ; and there 
may be very good |(eafon why our Saviour and they chufc to 
refer to the Septkapnt^ to wit, becaufe the Greek was then the 
niofl common Language, and which even the Jems themfelves 
by their Difperfion had learnt, and naany of them had ob- 
taift'd the Name of Greeks or Hellm^Sy and U8*d the Septuaginp 
Tranflation ; and fince the Gentile World, as well as the Jems^ 
Vrcrc to be converted to the Faith in Chri^y it was proper to 
refer them to the Writings of M<^es and the Frcphets mhich 

Johny.gp. teftiffd of hirn^ in the Language which they underftood. But 
furcly tHis was not fetting afide the Hehrem Bible 5 for if the 
2 Tim, lii. Scriptures were given by Infpiration of God^ and holy Men of God 
l6» [pake as they mere r^tov^d by the Holy Ghoft ^ then furely thofe 

who originalfjr writ in Hebrew^ were at leaf^ as much infpir^d 
as the LXXH Tranflators of their Writings-, nay, if the 
IXXII had been enabled by the Holy Spirit to tranflate ex- 
actly and literally, yet if what was fo tranflated was no# writ- 
ten by fnfpirafion^ the Tranflation, tho' made by Inspiration^ 
tould not make it to be of Divine Authority. 
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I do not fay this thzt I pretend to the leafl Knovvledge <£ 
the Htbrew Tongue; but I hsve leamc feme Things fironi Au- 
thors who did, which I may have had, and may have Occa« 
iion to mention in what feliows. 

And fo I proceed to my Propofitions. 

Fhfii That many Paffagesin the Old Teftament, which were 
fpoken as of God, were interpreted by the Learned Jews of 
die Word of God in the highefl Senfe. 

2%eLord/tf^ 



Wact U face. 



Mbfes went nf unfo 
God. 



iwitteflahn/km^o* 
ven/mt between 

Me andthee. 



If God vPiU be with 
Ptey thenfl)Mtttbe 
Lord be nrf God. 



Arab. Virfm* 
Dens allocutns efl 
eura fine medio. 

^ Arabi» Verfm. 

AdAngeUm DciJlntl 
tbfs Is {9 intrepre- 
teafy^JS^hcny 
Afts 7* 38. 



Chald, Panirfi, 



/4m He, anft there 
' is no God befides 

me. ij^ilt, &c. 



Chald* Paraph. 
Servtts tntu$cMfliis 
quem elegi. 



The Word of the DcuLtd^dl 
LordfoiJ. ^^^ 

l^inewtbeWoti to. 
f the Lard talk* 
hig with him. 

Afyfes went if Into Exaio.a; 
tbeP^efeneetftbe ^^ 

Word of Qod. 

f wilt ejlabli/h fnr ^ 
Covenant bePweenntf ' ' '* 
Word and Thee. 



If the Wdrd <f the Gen. a8. 
Lord be with me^ 20, 21 • 
then the Word of 
the Urdjhattbe 
mjQod. 

The Word of the P/^-B^'^^ 
Urdfaid, I am «M3-*«^ 
He, who was, and 
is,4JK^istocome, 
and there is no 
other God befides 
me. Ikill^iLc. 



And manv more, which yon will find in Dr. Nammonit Com* 
roent on tfie New Teftameat, and in Bilhop Patrick and Bifliop 
Kidder. 

I find in E^ek.\.i\. As the Voice of the Almighty : This is o- 
micted in the common ImpreHioas of the Septuagint Bible, but 
paght to be inferred ; for in the Polyglot Bible, I find it in the 
fiebrewy Chaldee Paraphrafe, Sjiriac and Arabick^ Vocem Saddai^ 
^elkt vocem omnipotentis , vocem Domini quafi vocem Dei po- 

tcmiflimi fafl&cieadffinu, Theodore^ •• «V ^viv ^i aoJ^Jki ; 

. ? i . . and 
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and in foine Copies^ S^ ^^yifF d«v aaJ'J'eu li^^rv j \rhich ac- 
cording CO the SeptU4gint is, ^viiv A hiy^.i So that what in 
the abovc-mention'd Places was in the Original, God, and fo 
rendered by the LXXII, but rendered as aboTe, the Word of 
God \ here in this PafTa^e in Ea^ek. which is in all the Lan- 
guages render'd God Almighty^ is according to the LXXIf, the 
Voice of the a<>®-, the Wbrdcf God. 

I prefume it will not be deny'd, that by the Angel of the Co- 

venantf and the Angel of his Prefence^ the Afeffiab was underfiood 

by the Jcn^s^ and now alfo by all Chr iftians : Let us fee then 

Vfhzt is (aid of this Angel. 

Exod.ii. 3. « Jle Angel of the Lord appeared unto Mofcs in a Flame of 

Kwei®- rtre out of the Bufh : And in the 4th Verfe, he is ftifd, God 

mff c^o- (the Lord ^ and m die 5th Verfe he lays, I am the God of thy 

^p* Father, the God of Abraham. 

€^2^ Behold I fend an (fin my) Angel before thee\ Obey 

Jpxo4» his VokCy for be mS not pardon your Tranfgreffiws j for my Name 
xxiii. 20, 1/ In him^' that is, he is God ; For my Name implies and figni- 
?!• fics Effence, as Deut. xxviii. $8, JTjat thou mafflfear this glorious 

and fearful Name, the Lord thy God. And fo Ffal. xx. i. The 
f^^me of the God of Jacob defend tbee^ that is, (roi defend thee ; 
!for the Name of God was not like an Amulet, or Charm, as 
Tome fuperftitious Jems ufed their Phylaftcries, to keep them 
from Hurc^ Xnd fi> exprefly, Exod. iii. ij. What is bis Name ^ 
^▼. 14. / am that I am. And fo our Saviour fays, John xiv. 1 1. 
./ am in the Father, and the Father in me ^ and, who can forgive 
, Sins but God ? Mori ii. 7. 
Bp^xdier* And Afaitfonides explains this Text to be meant of the Pro- 
phet, peiit. xviii. 15. that was to be rais'd like unto Mofes *, and 
'Afalaihi c^ls hijlj |he Meffenger of the Covenant^ Chap. iii. i. 
and St. Pautfiy%yzCor. x. 9. and Heb. iii. 2'. it was Chrijl^ who 
was tempted in the Hsildernefs, , 
Gen xviii. Of the ^ngeh Which appeared to Abraham^ one was thCi^n* 
^ * * gel^ the Co</e«4i?f , 'and he is ^\ along ftil'd the Lord ; and ia 
Exodus ^^^ *^ Vtr^t, theLXXIL render tbeLord^ i ^if^ God, 
xxxiii. 14. ^y defence fhaS go with thee, ( fays God to JHofes^ in An- 

an»empJj' ^^^ ^^0" *'^'*' f^ ^'^^ ^^ » ) ^*^ ^^'5 ^^ rendered by the 
^rif- J^XXir, f m>/e//, (God ) willgo before thee. 
Ifa.Ixiii. 0. ^^ ^"i^^ *?/" ^'^ Prefence faved them : This the LXXII fender 
♦Oii ««- '^^^fy ^^^o^o^'y? ^otaMeffenge^i nor ^ii ^nge/, ^ir^ *e i9od) 
aCOiik bitfifelf faved them. ' 

Ar>eA©- How is it pofliWe to interpret this efpccially, (^r indeed any 

d^tu^Ti< ^ ^^^ foregoing Texts) as t)f i Perfon feprefeming and per- 

Ifftifm aji' ^^'""'"g ^^^ Father, (as you fay ^ 2$.) in fpight of even the 

nii. negative Words, not a Meffengery not an A^el, but he himfelf ? 

I (hall mention but one more, and that is Qe^. ^xW. The 

Command to Abraham to facrifice Ifaac was froi|^ God^ v. i. 

and v.ii.ne Angel of the Usd caVd rq him ^t of ffeavfn ; ani^ 

■*'' ... /'""-■ v.' 12, 



^. t2. faidf Lay mt ib) Hand upon the Lai ; /or iroir / Inm that 
thou fearefi God, feeing that tbtm baft not mtb-heUthy Sim from 
Me. This mufl bie the Angel of the C&venant ; for the not with- 
holding his Son from Me^ maft be 'from him who, 'i;. i. gave 
him the Command, and whom by fo doing he fhew'd that he 
fear'd, vi^. God. And v. 14. The Angel 0/ the Lord calN t$ 
Ahraham a [econd time^ andfaH By My felf have I fworn, fy'c. 
And the Apoftle, Beb. ri. 1 3. gives the Reafbn of it, vhi. be* 
caufe he could fwear by no greater than himleJf ^ and diere* 
fore be, this Angel cf the Ccvenant^ muft be equal with the 5te- 
preme God : And fo Abrabamy ▼•14. calls the Name of chat Place 
by the Name of the Supreme God, Jebwah-'fireb. 

iSecondly^ The FrediS'ms of the MeJ^ab make him to be Eter-^ 
nal God. 

I think we are agreed, that there is no Godhtfiit% the Lard^ I'^'^JT* ^* 
and that he will not give his Glitry unto another ^ for before we, *!|!V^' 
fays God, was no Godfarm'dy neither Jhall be ajter me j /, even xfiii« i«» 
J am the Lord^ and befides me there is no Saviour : If then I can »^« 

fbcw, that the incommunicable Name of God is given to the 
Meffiab, that he is ftil'd the Lord and Gody and that the £/- 
fential Attributes of God are predicated of him, I (hall fufficiendy 
make good ray Propoiition. 

Some of the Texts which I have roention'd under my Firfl 
Head, are alfo Proofs of this Second ^ and having had Occa- 
fion to mention others in this Letter, and feveral having been 
cited by Mr. Seatm y I (hall here take notice but of fome few 
more. 

God faid, Let us make Man, &c. Juftin Martyr urges this to Gen. i. 26* 
Tryfhoxo the fame Purpofe for which I now cite it, and treats 
the Jews Anfwers to it very contemptuoufly, as I obferv'd be- 
fore ; and Bilhop Patrick quotes Epipbanius for faying, that this 
was underflood by all the ancient Chriflians to denote a Plura- 
lity of Persons in the Detty •, and that the Jerps^ who would 
evade it, do it in a moil ridiculous Manner, and therefore no 
Chriftian fhould imitate them ^ nor (hould you contradi^ your 
EufebiuSj znd your own (Quotation, p. 9$. out of Irenstus : The 
frft fays in his Ecclefiaflical Hift. p. 6, that the Words in this 
Text of Genefist were fpoken to Cbriji 5 and the lafl fays they 
Were fpoken to the Son and ffofy Spirit. And this Conflrudlion 
of this Text is very well fupported by St. John i. 3. All Things 
were made by him^ and without him (>s^fit< iwf, feparately from 
him) was mt any Thing made ; therefore not as the Inflrument 
which the Father us'd in creating all Things, but as united 
with him in that Aft of Omnipotence \ and therefore he was God 
equally with the Father, who wanted not the Help of a Crea- 
ture to exert his Power, or to eafe him, as of a Burden, in 
exercifing it ; and as it is faid, Kev iv. ii. c^ Almighty God, 
Thou baft created all Things, and fox thy Plcafurc thf^y are and 

weie 



wert created \ fo it is faid alfo of the Sob, CJA. t6. AUIf^ms 
were created hy him and for him, 
I£u 3d. 9. Say unto the Cities of Judah , Behold your God : The whole 

Coocexr (hews chat this was fpoken of the Afeffiab •, as is alfo, 
Ifiuliv.5. 7%r Maker is thy Husband^ the Lord of Hods is his Name ^ 
and thy Meffewffr the Holy Oae of Ifrael } the God tf the whole 
Earth fbat he be caUed. 
Exod* 6* I appeared to Abraham ■ ■ by the Name of God Almighty : 
3« but by my ^^wf Jehovah was t not knsmn to him* 

h is to be obierv'd, that Jehovah is here, and io other Places 

of Scripture, reodefd by the LXXIf, nieji&f the Lord-^ fo 

that where x/iei©-, the Lordy is apply*d in the Old Teflameiup 

to the Meffiah^ it ought to be taken in the higheft Senfe, or elle 

the LXXII (faottld have found (bme other Way of exprefSog 

fehwab^ fince there is no one Word in any Language thaj: 

COOKS up to the full Sigmiication of it $ for it denotes che £/- 

fence of God, vf^« that ix, was^ and is to come -, and is fo pecd-T 

h the Sep- ^w to the Great God, ( as in Pfal. Ixxxiii. 1 9. whofe Name alone 

tuagint, 9^ Jehovah) that the Jewsy out of a fuperftitious Reverence^ 

wipi®-* '^^°^ '' unlawful to pronounce it. 

But this holv Name is apply 'd to the Mejfiah^ and therefore 

he muft be Goa» 

Jer.xxiu. TOx is the Name by which he jhall be called^ The Lord, or Jc* 

^. hovah, our Righteoufnefs : In the Septuagint 'tis, fofedec among 

Tin tS the Drophets* This cannot be properly a Name, for it is not 

HvofUL ium Siv^ CO the Mefii^ in the Old and New Teflament ^ fo it muft 

I ng^ivH be underftood according to the Signification of the Word, z$ 

ejiiir ui* Immanuel^ in Sc. Matth. \. and //^ vii. 14, was not literally the 

p&^lmn- Name of our Saviour, but to denote what he was, God with us ; 

J^K cf 701; snd in like manner, as Jehovah^ to avoid pronouncing the Wori 

«e^eji?. it felf, was fometimes pronounoed la^ and Sedec^ iignifying in 

Hebrew^ Juflice or Rjgbteoirfnefs \ l^atiiK is as much as to uy, 

'Jehovah our Rsghteoufnefs. 

Jer. xiii. And fo he again is ftil'd. The Lord ( and in the Margin, Jeb^ 

\6. vah) our lUghteoufnefs : This is left out of the septuagint ^ as io 

all that Chapter from the i ^th Verfe exclufive. 

In thefe Chapters he is alfo call'd, ne Righteous Branchy the 
Branch of Rigbteoufnefs *, which in the Septuagint is dvATohhi at 
allb in Luke i. 78. and render'd. The Day-fpring •, fuitable whcre- 
unto they alfo tranflate Ifa. iv. a. ( which in our Bibles is, The 
Branch of the Lord fhali be beautiful and glorious ) ^keifjL^ ^ 
fhdljhine : And what th\% Branchy or Day-fpring was, the LXXIt 
cell us, 11/^. God \ for the Words in their Tranflation are, ^. 
Actffc4« ' ^ih God /hall /hine. 

Thirdiy^ The Jews had this Notion of their Meffiahy That he 
was to be the Son of Qod^ and as fuch, equal with God. 

Now 
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Nawif the Prbpficcks amount to this, (as they do ) then^ 
I might conclude, that they who believ'd their Prophets, muft : 
have had this Notion: But it will appear very plainly Faft| 
for 

When the High Priefl had folemnly admr'd our Saviour, 
Matt, xxvL 63. Tell us whether thou be the Chrift the Son of 
God ? This very Quenion implies, that they exp^fted the Sou 
of God to be their Chrift ^ or Meffiab-y bntfunh^r^ he anfwer'd^ 
Thou haftfddy or as Sc» Mark relates it, c xiv.di* J Am\ hereafter 
ye /hall fee the Son of Mao Jktim on the Rj^bt Hand of Povfer^ 
&c. ( that is, jud^n^tbe Worldy) as he (ays, Ha^t. \yiu2u and 
Ch. xxiv. ^o, 91. which was underflood by the Jev^s to be the 
Office of the San. of God^ as is plain by LmH ^xii* ^9, 70. for. 
upon his laying, Hereafter (hall the San of Maw fit on the Ri^ht* 
Hand of the Fower of God: Then [aid all^ Art tbQU then tise Scm 
of God? UpoB this Anfwer of our Saviour, the High Pried 
cries out, He hath fpoken Blajtthemy -, which could Qot be, un- 
lefs what he had fatd were an AfTertion of his being God *, anA 
the J^ewfs told Pilate^ John xix. 17. We have aiaw^ and by that 
Larp he ought to die^ becaufe he made h'mfelf the Son of God, 
u e. God, or d£t they had no fuch Law. 

The aboirefaid Queflion of the Hi^h Priefl fli^ws, as I have 
faid, the Opinion they had of their Mefiah ^ which is yee 
plainer, as it is related by St. Luie^ Ch. xxii. 6y. where the 
(^ueAion is put (ingly. Art thou the Chrift ? And upon our Sa-» 
viour's Anlwer, they make the Inference by their Second , 
(^ueflion. Art thou then the Son (^ God ? 

And that they underdood that the Son c£ God was God 
equal to God, is plain by John v. 18. The Jews fought t» kill 
bim^ becaufe he faid^ God was his Father, maJ^ing bimfelf equal 
with God. And fo again, John x* 30, ^g. he calling God his 
Father^ they would have ftoned him, becaufe thou being a Man^ 
makeft thy felf God. 

So John I 45' When Phinp had told Nathanael^ that he had 
found him of whom Afofes and the Prophets had wrote, and 
Nathanael being convinced of it, cries out, liou art the Sort of 
God. 

And fo faid Martha^ John xi. 27. * Thou arc Cbrjfl th^ 5b/| 

* of Goi, which Ihould come into the World. 

And fo faid St. Peter, Matt.xvi.i<^. and John vu6^» * Thou 

* art Chrifly the Son of the Living God. Upon which our Savi- 
our commiods them, at the 20th Ver« to tell no Man that lie 
was Jefus the Chrift, or Meffiah ^ which Ihevvs that the son of 
Godwd Meffiahy were Charafters (in the Opinion of the Jert>s^ 
from the higheft to the lowefl ) denoting the fame Pcrfon \xtt^ 
der different Refpe^s, which our Saviour thus confirms \ and 
further, he tells Peter, ift, that it ^ was his Father^ which is 
in Heaven, who had reveoTdthis to him ; and 2dly, That * upon 

* this Rock, ( 1//X. this Confcflion of Faith ) he would build his 

^ Chunh, 
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• thircb^ and the Gates of ffett /haffmt^evail againfl tU Arfi 
therefore let cheniy who deny this Faith , take care that tSxty 
are not uoderoiiniiig this Rncky this Church of God, aod Cbrifii" 

4(b ▼ ^9* ^'^ ^' ^^'^* 4gMnft which all the. Ftwefs of Darknefs/baU not 

* ^^' frevaiU kft they be found to fight agamft God. And further, as 

our Saviour fays , fobn viii. 24. jf ye Setiive not ibat I am he, 

(or I am^ ye fhdlile in your Sins: A dreadful Threatning, a&d 

(hould be confidered by etery Mam 

The very Objeftions which the Jews made to ocir Saviour^ 

imgh ^^^ ^^^^^ Opinion of the Mcfliah i For, fay thj^y, fobfi 

▼ii. 27. When Chrift cometb^ Ho Man knoweth whence he h ; that- 

Uy in the Words of Jfa. liii. 8. Who ct^ declare his Qenetatm / 

Which is fpd^e of the Meffiah. And fo; Ms viii. 3^. Fi&/7/^ 

expounds it to the Eunuch : And that both Ifaah and the jfews 

meant his Generation, as he was the Son of God, is plaid, be- 

Eccl. Hid. caufe as the Afeffiah was the Sm of Man , they did know that 

1. K. c. 2. he was to be the Son of Davidj ver. 42. of this Chapter,* and 

p. 5. Matt. xxii. 42. And thus Et^ebius underftands and applies 

this Text to his Generation, which no Words can exprefs. 

Again , John x\u 54. W? have heard out of our Law , tUdt 
Chrift abideth for ever ; alluding to FfaL ex. 4. Thou art a Pricft 
for ever after the Order of Mclchifcdec ; which, by the way* 
(hews their Conftruftion of this Text •, for it was objcfted by 
the Jews to our Saviour for faying, that the Son of Man muft bd 
?• 2$* Mft up: Tho' you fay, that tho* ' Melchifedec is [aid to havf ne/- 

* ther Beginning of Days^ nor End of Life^ when he is represented 

* at a Type of Chrifl*s earliefi Origin and UteSi Duration \ yet tbk 

• k certainly without the leaft Pretence of a proper Eternity. Sure- 
ly this Text (hews at leaft his Eternal Duration , as the afore* 
mentioned Text^ John vii. 27. and having no Beginning of Days^ 
(hews his Eternal Generation and Exifience ^ and if having ncf 
Beginning of Days doc$ not mean this, then having no End of 
Life^ does not fignify his Everlaftjng Duration : And as by youi' 
Expreflion, Earliefl Origin^ you mean that our Saviour had a 

, Beginning •, fo that of his latent Duration fecms to imply, that he 

is to h^ve an End^ tho* you dare not in Terms fay fo. But 

Hcb. viLj* what could the Apoftle mean by adding to that Text, But made 

like to the Son of God, fave only that as the Son of Gud had 

neither Beginning nor End^ which is properly being Eternal.^ So 

^^ Melchifedec^ that he might be a Type of him, is rcprefenced as 

<{'^tfltXi- one, of whofe Defcent or Pedigree^ which was his Beginnings and 

>n1®-« of whofe Death or End^ no Account was given in Scripture, at 

could be given. 

It is no Objeftion to what T have faid upon this Head , That 
the Jews expefted their Meflfah ftiould eftablifh a Temporal 
Kingdom in this World : For the greater he was, the more ca- 
pable he was of doing it ; aod they ( who had at firft been 
' under a Theocracy, which, hy their deftring a King ^ they re- 

lefted, and which was the Foundation of their Sin in adcing 

one) 
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one ) hoped to be again reflorcd co that happy State under 

the irrcfiftiblc Power of the WordofGody who was to fubdue all pf^j^ ^Ivii. 

Nations under his Feety and to have the Heathen for his Inheritance^ g,. 

and tbektmoft Farts of the Earth for his Fojfeffion, And even .jj^ q. 

Ibme Chriftians, the MillenarianSy by mifintcrpretjng fome 
Texts of Scripture, expcdled our Saviour to reign with his 
Saints looo Years upon Earth ^ and the very Apoftlcs them- 
felves, who had fully acknowledged his Divinity, had yet 
Thoughts and Hopes of an Earthly Kingdom even juft before his « . ^ 
jifcenjm^ Wilt thou at this Time reftore again the Kingdom to ^"* ^* ^* 
IfraeL^ 

Fowrthfy, The Scriptures of the New Teftament exprefsly 
declare our Saviour to be God in the highefi Senfe. 

The Texts which I have already cited in this Letter do abun-- 
dantJy (hew this Truths and this is fo large a Field, that I 
will not pretend co mention them all ^ but fome I will add, to 
aflert and make good my Propoiition. 

Mat. u 23. An Angel from Heaven tells Jofeph^ * that his 

* Name (hall be called Immanuely which being interpreted, is 

* God with us, as had been foretold by Ifaiahy Chap. vii. 14. 
Lkie iu 1 1, ^c. ^ A Multitude of Angels declare him to the 

* Shepherds to be Chrijl the Lord. 

Twice was this confirmed by a Voice from God himfelf, that 

* This is my beloved Sony Matt. iii. id, 17. and Ch. xvii. 5. in 
which lafl there is added a Command to the Three Apoflles, 
//ear ye him. 

Let us therefore hear what he fays of himfelf, for they are Dcu.xviii. 
the Words of no lefs than Almighty God, and what thofe Apo- ,3^ j^ 
ftles inftrufted from Heaven and uughs of God, do fay of John xii. 
him. * 4P^ 50. 

John iv. 26. He tells the Woman of Samaria^ that he is the 
Meffiah. 

John XX. 3$. And to the blind Man, that he is die Son of 1 

God. 

John viii. 1 2. And to the Jewsy that he is the Light of the 
Wmldy as is (aid of God, i John i. 5. 

John vi. 38. That he came down from /leaven. 

John vi. 33. That bcgiveth Life to the World 

John xvi. 28. That he came forth from the Father y &c. 

And how the Difciples underftood this, is plain by their An- 
fwer, 1//;^. 

John xvi. 29. Lo now thou fpeakeft plainly, now we are fure 
that that thou knon>efl all things : And 

John xvL 30. We believe that thou camefl forth from God, 

I have already mention'd his AfTertions of his orvn Divinity 
before the High Priefl in fuch Terms, as would be Blafphemy 
to any but the Greaf God. And 

John viii, 24. If ye believe not that I am^ ye /hall dye in your 
'Sins. E John 
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John viii. j8. When you have lift up the Son of Man, je /hall 
know that I am* 
5ft (In cxprcfs affercory Terms) Before Abraham 

was, / am* 

This is the peculiar Name by which God declared hhnfelf to 

M(^e£^ Exod. iii. 14. and is repeated by God, Veut. xKxii. 39. 

And thefe Exprcffions of our Saviour are the very fame that 

Almighty God ufes, Ifa.yliVu 10. thzt ye fnaji kmn^ and helie%fe 

wf , and underftand that I am : Before me there was no Godfwnid^ 

neither jfhall there be after me, 

rh -ijuyiv y^^^ ^' ^^ ^^^° the Jetrs complaining, laid, /Rm? /ong doefl 

'i^Ped ^^^* ^^^^ "^ '^ ^^^^*^ ^^^^ ^^ ^^ ^^^ Margin of our Bibles, bold 

^ ' m in Sixpence P ) if Thou be Chrifl^ tell us plainly; and he does, 

^nft ut our ^' 3* ' ^^^ ^y ^^^^^^ ^^^ °"^' ^^ ' ^^ ^^^ Perfon^ but otie in 
Soul raife ^Jf^^* And fo the Jews underftood him ; imputing therefore 

V *.. to him Blafphemyj and taking up Stones toftone him for it. 
Nations " Nevcrthelefs I may, perhaps, be told Two Things, That 
that thou ^^"^ ^^ interpreted One in Power ^ arfd that when the JeiPs un- 
art really ^^^^^^ ^y '^5 ^' 33- ^^^' ^^ ^^^^ himfelf God-y our Saviour^ 
theMct^- ^' 54* ^^' ^^^^y *^ ^' vftrc, anExcufe for that feprcffion, 
9h mp //ifl"^ faying, Is it not written^ I have faidjre are Gods, ire 
an weiooii ^^^^ .^ .^ ^ ^^ ^ underftood One in Ftrvfr, (tho'-iheTbr* 

^ ' took it oiherwife,) it Will DCceffarily follow, that he is One m 

Effence too. For what arc the Works, which are there men- 
tioned, and Which he did in his Father's Nante, and which te- 
ftify'd of him, u 25 ? Wl^fs than v. 2S/Iiive unto them Eter- 
nal Life •, whidh furcly God oiily can do ^ for though our Savi* 
our is appointed to judge the World, yet, as a Judge^ he can't 
be faid to give: Eternal Life is the Gift of God, Rom, vi. 2^. 
» Befidcs, if he be One in fower, he muft be Ornnipotent^ which 
of all the divtne cflential Attributes, docs mofl denote God\ 
and there can't be Two Omnifotents diftind in Effence, any 
more than Two Gods, 

And as to the Excufe, it may be faid to be an Anfwer ad 
homineniy'mth z )uft" Re proof of them; but he did not reft 
there, and leave them to think he meant no more, for v.^y, 
3B. he adds, // / do not the Works of my Father, believe me not •, 
but if I doi tho ye believe not me, believe the 'Wotk^ that ye 
may know and believe that the Father is in nie, andl in Him: 
And that the Jews did certainly then underftand chat he 
made himfelf God^ the following Vcrfe ftiews, for they again 
fought to take him^ as at firft they attempted, toftone him. 

And c, xxii. 45. He that feeth me, feeth him that fent me ^ 
and c. xiv, 7. If ye had known me, yefhoutd have known my Fa- 
ther alfoy and from henceforth ye have known and feen him: And 
repeats it again to Fi^///p, reproaching him for asking him to 
fhew them the Father, faying, Jfave I been fo long witbyoUy and 
yet haft thou not known me? /Je that hath jeen me hath jeen ^e 
Father, and how ja/eft thon then^ Shew us the Father ? 

4 Surely, 
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Surely therefore, I may Iky, as our Saviour concludes the 
Accouflc he fends of himfclf to fohn Baftifi^ Matt. xi. 6. Bkf- 
fed is he n^bofoever Jhall not be cffended in me j for as the Apoftle 
fays 2 Cor. iv. v. g, 4. Ifowr Gofpel be bid^ it is bid to ( or in, 
c>v ) them that are hft ; whtdi Ei^preffion, in, feems to iotinxate 
that it mud be n^/Zfir/ Ignorance -, fo glorious ( as he adds ) is 
the Light of it. 

I might add what he did in his own Name^ as a further 
jEvidcnce of his Dmrntyy viz. 

fargmng of Sms -, giving the Holy Ghofl 5 working fuch Aftra* 
cles as never were wrought before, *mx^. in his own Name^ and 
giving to others Power to do the like and greater in bis Name^ 
r'tfrng or raximg bin^elf from the Dead j receiving divine Worfhip^ 
iuch as is due to ^i4 done : All which are afferted of and by 
•him, as is evident by plain Texts of Scripture, which I do 
not quote, becaufe 1 believe they are known to you, and 
cannot be deny'd* 

So thatfor the Divipityof our Saviour, we have had the 
Teflimony of (?«/ the Father^ who will not give his Glory to anom . 
tkeTj aud is the God of Tr^thy and cannot lie 5 and of Jefks Chrifi 
hirafelf the Son of God^ a Tether of Rigbteoufnefs^ who would 
not be even Tigood Man^ if he taught a falfesLnd blafphemous 
Doftrine/ I fliall now proceed to cive you the Tcftimony of 
the ffoly Gbtfiy the Spirit of Trntby by vifible Aftions, and by 
fpeaiing in the Apoftles, who have Jeft us this Doctrine upon 
Record in their Writings : And then I may conclude, as St. 
J^ohn fays, i ^obn v. 10. JVe that believetb not Gody hath made 
him a Lyar, becaufe he believetb not the Record that God gave of 
his Son^ 

John 1. J2, &c. John B/tptiftfaw the Spirit of God defending 
upon him like a Dove, andy He, whofent him to haptixfy faidy Vp- 
on whom tbonfljalt fee the Spirit defcending and remaining on himy 
thefameixhe, whkh baptixeth with the Holy Ghoft ^ and be 
bare Record that This is the Son of God. 

And as no Man can fay tbat]tix& Chrift // the Lord but by the r Cor. xii* 
Holy Ghofl, and that all the Apoflles were filled with the Holy 3. 
Ghofl, and had the Advantage of attending him from the Adls ii. 4. 
beginning oi his Miniflry, and of being £ye-wV/iej(p?/ of his Ma- Afts i. 21. 
jefiyy and to have (een and beard many things, which are not 2 Pet.i.i5. 
recorded in the Gofpels, and to have had the Scriptures John xx. 
expounded to them by C^/^ hi rofelf <i/>er h\s RefurreSion -y and 21.xxi.25. 
' that it was^v^n to them to know the Aiyfieries of the Kingdafh of Luk.xxiv. 
Heaven ; and that St. Panly in particular, was in a miraculous 27. 
Manner taught by Chrifi from Heaven, and was an Apoftle not Luk.iv.io. 
of Men, neither by Man, but by Jefus Chrifi, and God the Afts ix.— 
Father. Surely the Teflimony of fuch Witncffes is much more i Tim.i.i. 
valuable than thofc which you have produced ^ tho' you had Gal. i. i, 
never fo faithfully and fairly reprefented what your Authors 12. 
fay. For thofc arc the Teflimonics of the Holy Ghofty which 

E 2 . fpake 



fpakeMn them ^ and what they writ^ St, John c. xx« 31. lays, 
was for this purpofe^ that ye may believe that Jefus is the Chrifl, 
the Son of God* 

CoL\. 19. It pleased the Father that tnhm/kuld all Fulneis 
, dwell ( or all Fulnefs was pleas'd ta dwell in him) even all the 
1 John iv. Fulnefs of the Godhead, Col, ii. 9. as our Saviour had faid , 
15. * 7^^^ ^^^* ^^' ^^ Father that dwelletb in me j not by a Commu- 

I Cor. vi. ^^^^^''i o^ (^c ^^'^^ 5'/>/r/>, as God may be faid to have dwelt in 
10, .the Ptophets and Apoftks^ and indeed in every ^ooi i^Ain, whofe 

John iii. ^^^^^ are the Temples of God-^ for God gave not the Spirit by 
g^, ' Meafure to him \ nor much lefs in Clouds and Ceremonies^ as the 
Godw. ' G/ory of God between the Cherubims^ termed Shechina^ the Ha- 
Antiq.'p/ hication or Dwelling of God, but ejfentially. But having men- 
^2, ' * tion'd and faid fomething of this Text before, when I conft- 
iiderd your (Quotation of the i5ch Verfe of this Chapter, 
this may fuffice, 
. . John i. 14. ]Ve beheld the Gkry^ as of the only-begotten cf the 
Father : which Phrafe is often repeated in Scripture, and mud 
fignify more than that Chrift was, as truly others are the Sons of 
God^ as being created by him j tho' you make created and be- 
gotten equivalent ExprefRons *, and if they were, he could noc 
be cali'd, the on/>begotten : Which Word Only fufficientfy 
dininguilhes and denotes him emphatically theSon^ as is faid by 
St. Fakl^ Heb. i. 2. God hath fpoken to us, cy u/fil. By the Son y 
The Son by eternal Generation, and equal to the Father 5 as I 
. have fhewn already by the Scriptures, and by feveral Quota- 
tions out of the Authors you rely upon. 

2 Pet. iii. 1 2. Looking for the Coming of the Pay of God, That 
this was fpoken of the Day of Judgment *, and that the Day of 
Judgment is in Scripture call'd the Day of the Lord Jefus^ is ma- 
nifelt both by the other Parts of this Chapter, and feveral 
. other Places: And here St. Peter exprefsly ftiles him Goij and 
fo does Sr. Paul^ i Tim, iii. 16, God manifeft in the Flejh 5 and 
Tit, ii. 10. God our Saviour j and i/. 1 3. the great God ana our So* 
viour : i John v. 10. We know that the Son of God is come^ and 
hath given us an Vnderjiandingy that we may know him that is 
true J and we are in him that is true, even in his Son Jefus Chrijf, 
This ( iT& , this Ferfon) k the true God. 

I have in a' former Part of this Letter mention'd Hebr, i. g. 

There is another Text, Phil, iu 6, of the like Import \ but more 

plain and exprefs, as I have before alfo obferv'd : Chrift Jefus ^ 

w I- who being in the Form of Gody thought it not Robbery ( a taking 

^^^ ' to himfelf what did not belong to him, or he had no right to) to be 

equal with God ^ /. e, God : Now being in the Form of GodoLU" 

not, as I faid before of the Image of his Perfon, be underftood 

as if he were only a Reprefentation of God, and that he was 

Mop^MV not really and truly God, as is plain by the following Words j 

ofMtdfictli He took upon him \ht Form of a Servant, and was made in the 

^^^77* Liienefs of Man^ and being foimd in f afllion as a Man, •^— — For 

it 
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it may as well be argued from chefe latter Words (as fome 
Herecicks have deny'd his Humanity ) chat he was only in Ap^ 
pearapce, and not really a Afariy as that from the Ima^e or Form 
of God^ he was not truly God, and equal with God. 

Rom, i. 20. St. Paul makes the Creation of the World to be 
«r full Evidence and Proof of the Eternal Ponder and Godhead ; 
and that the World was made by the Son of Qod^ not minlfter'iallyy 
but as (rorf, I have before obferv*d, and will be very plain by 
comparing together, i Cor. vlii. 6. Rom. xi. ^6. Col. i. i5. 
J^ohn i. 3 . 

And here I mufl take notice of your unfair Dealing, p. 6. 
where Col. ii. 9. is cited. The Fulnefs of the Godhead^ you add, 
as if it were another Reading or Meaning of that Expreflion 
( or Divine Power 5 ) and you refer to this Text, Rom. i. 20. as 
if this juftify'd you for fo doing : Tho' in this Text the Word 
Godhead is us'd as well as Power *, to which the Epithet Eternal 
is added, which you changed to Divine -, as imagining, tho* in 
vain, that, it would better fuit your Purpofe. 

Rom^ ix. $. Wbofe are the Fathers^ of whom concerning theFle/b 
Chrijl came^ who is over all, God blejfedfor ever. Amen. Thus 
it is rendred in our Bibles, and fo by {}) Novatian^ c. 1 3, )^ 
33. but you tranflate it (in your Letter to the Bifliop of £on- 
don^ p. 5. ) The God over all be blejfedfor ever. Amen. But I ask. 
Why did you fo render it; for neither the Context, nor the 
Apoftle's Argument, nor the Greek (}J will warrant your fo 
doing? For, 

5t. Paul in the 2d and 3d Verfes having exprefs'd his great 
Concern, even to a Degree of wijhing himfelf accurjed or fepa- 
rated from Chriji, for his Brethren^ his Kinfmen^ according to the 
Fle/hy lefly as he fays, c. iv. 14. thro their Infidelity the Promife 
to .Abraham fhould be made of none FffeS : He proceeds in a 
very Rhetorical C///w^x to fet forth 'the great Privileges and 
Advantages they had, as fo many Arguments to them above 
others, to emb^ace the Faith of Chrift •, faying, * Who are If- 

* raeliteSy to whom pertaineth the Adoption^ am the Glory^ and 

* the Covenant , and the giving tf the, Law^ and the Service (or 
' true Worfbip, Kaf^^ct) qf God^ and the promifes-^ whofe ar^ 

* the Fathersy and of wbom^ as concerning the Fle/h^ Chrifl came^ 

* who is ffver ally God blejfedfor ever: That is, tho' it was great 
Honour to them, that he derivM his human Nature from them ^ 
for he took on him the Seed of Abraham ^ yet as the Completion 
and Perfeftipn of their Happinefs and Dignity, He was over all^ 
and^o Icfs than God blejfed for ever. And this was thtflrongejl 

('^) Quorum Patres & ex quibus ChriftuS fecundum carnem^ 
qui eft fuper omnia, Deus benediftus in fxcula. 

E J aQ4 
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and a ntccffary Argument to induce them to a Belief in him, 
bccaufc they eKpeftcd their Mejftah fltould be fomething more 
tUtari of the Stock of Abrabanty or of the Liitedge of Vtevid* And 
had the Apoftle ftopp'd at, of whom concerning, the Fle/h Chrrjt 
came, the Argument had been no better than Ab'mdech\ to 
1 J • perfuade the Men of Sichem to mate him King ; I am yiur Bone^ 
juog.ix,2. ^^^^^ pi^jf,^ jjm ,^^„ chrift came (as they UMyohn vii. 27.) 

^ Man inoweth whence he is ^ aud therefore the Apoftfe tcll^ 
thert, Tho' decc(t£ng to the Flefh he came of yoftr Fhfh^ and h 
Afan^ yet he is alfo truly Eternal God ; for without this Cha<- 
ra^cr of him, which they expefted their Afe^ah to have, 
they rtiight have been apt to have fald, as they did before they 
crucify 'd him. Is not this the Carpenter's Son? And dien the 

Mark vu Conclufion wotild have been, as our Saviour faid, chat the Pro- 

45* phet would not have been without /lonour, but afnong his cwh Itin^ 

and in his owti ffoufi, 

this I take to be the plain and natural Conflrudlioti of the 
Apoftle's Difcourfct but you, to force your Interpretation, 
firft tranfpofe the words, ind theA conftrue therti fo, as good 
Grammar will Aot bear 'j i iv t^ vdvmv &toi cifAo^nTcV »^ 
iit>j du^voi', this, in the tctccf and Order of the Words is. 
Being over aJI Godblsffedfor ever : being muflf neceifatily refer 
to, and agree with what went before : vix,* Chrifl ; and fo Ter- 

^ tullian applies it ; and therefore you leave out uv Being, and 

contra fuppofe '^^a to be underftood. 

Frax.c. 13. jq £-yj^ yp fj^jj Matter v^'iis very obfcrvable, that the Apoftfe 
fpeaks of our Saviour in the fame Terms, as the J^ews ufe when 
they name God -, for they generally add Blejfedfor ever, and 

y. „ the Bleffed ( alone, without the Addition of God ) denotes Al- 

i^r.Hamm. ^.^^ ^^^ . ^^ -^ evident by Mdrk xiv.di. 

comment. ^ j^^^ ^ ^ g^^ ^^ ^^^^^ . ^^^^ ^^^^ .^ ^^y ^^^^ ^^ ^^^^^^ 

^^^* John i. 9. by the fame Apoftle -, and our Saviour fays it of 

himfelf, John viii. li. I afn the Light of the World. 
> I tini. vi. ij. God is ftiFd Ksng of KingSy and fo is Cbrifi^ 
Rev. xvii. 14. 4r xix. 20. 

A^s XX. 28. Take heed to feed the Church of God, which be 
hath purchased with his own blood, 

Hebr. xiii. 8. Jefus Chrift thtfarfte Tejlerday, td Day, and for 
ever-, which furcly denotes his Eternity ^ for this is equivalent 
to what is faid Rev. u 4. of the great God, which is, and which 
was, ^nd which is to com^. 

But Hr.Seatm having cited many Places of Scripture, Jn 
which the Things fpoken of God, and which cannot be ap-^ 
plied but to the mighty God, are alfo predicated in the highe^ 
Senfe of our Saviour -, I fhall fay no more upon this Head^ 
but only that our 5'^v/o«r mufl therefore be God, or clfe we mu(| 
charge even the Scriptures with Blafphemy. 

I prefume you will not deny, and tlierefore I need not quote 
Texts, that Faith in our Lord Jefus is made ncceffary to the 
i' ' ' ■ '■ ' Remif- 
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Remiflion of Sins, afid eternal Salvation ; that all the Miracles 
which were wrought by the ApoftJcs, even the giving the Hofy 
Ghoft, were efFcfted thro* Faith in hk Name 5 and well there-. 
fore might he reauire, fohn xiv. i. Te believe in God^ Believe , 
alfo in me. For Lurely theft arc fuch Inftances o£ his Godhead^ 
chat without it no Creature could require, nor any Creature 
pay them to another. 

To Faith in him I muft add Adoration and Worfiipy which Men 
and Angels too are conimanded to p^y him. 

It cannot be deny'd, but that Prayers direfted immediately 
and ultimately to him are Afts of Divine Wor/hip : St. Stephen did 
fo, Lord Jefus receive my Spirit: And the Apoftles not only ^ .. 
prafd to him, but did it in the Form of Bleffinjg in his Name^ ^^ ^^^' 
which in all Nations, in <?// Times has been done only in the 59- 
Name of fuch as chey efteem'd Gods ; And 2 Cor. xiii. 14. Thi 
Holy Ghoft alfo is added ( which is the Form now us'd in our 
LHwrgy) and with great Reafon ; for our Saviour has com- M-tt|,.« 
manded'them to baptise in the Name of the Father ^ and of '^e' ::; 
«Swi, and of .the Holy Ghoft: And this he requires them to teach ' 

all Nations. And in St. Mark c. xvi. i^. there is added to this 
Command, He that believeth^ and // bapthCdy Jhall be faved-y 
but he that believeth not Jhall be damned : And Verfe 20. 
they went forth and preach'd. The Lord confirming the Word 
(this Doftrine) with Signs pt Miracles. Surely this is a full 
Evidence that all Three PerfonS are God-^ and therefore St. Faul^ 
I Cor.\. V. 14, 15. thanks God that he baptiz'd "^^ 
left any (hould fay, that he baptif(d in his own Name : For 
Baptifm is a Dedication of us to God. But if this may, nay muft, 
be done to Cbrift and to the Holy Ghoft^ and yet the One be but 
a Creature^ and the Other the Creature of that Creature^ I know^ 
not how you wilf excufe your fcif from the Fopi/h Superftition 
of addremn^ themfelves to 5*4//!^^ and Angels, ^nd imj^loring 
of them their Proteftion: Or even from Fagan Idolatry -, for 
they had their tutelar Deities, which yet they did not efleem 
their Supreme God: For let the Nature and Dignity of our Savi' 
our be never fo great and highly exalted, if he be kfs than 
God^ we muft fay as the Angel did to St.^Johhy Rev.xxii. 9. See 

thou d& it n»ty for t am thy Fellow- Servant worfhip God-j for 

God himfelf has faid, He mil not give his Glory to another. 

I know not how you will avoid this Difficulty, but by advi- 
fing your Profelyces not to baptize their Children, till the 
Time comes ( which in your Poftfcript to the Btftiop of Lon- 
don, you fay you hope for) that there ftiall be a Reformation 
of our Doxology, for then the Form of Baptifm may bealter'd 
too •, but in the mean time to the Arian yeu add the Anabap- 
tift ; and yet I believe moft of them are fo good Chriftians, as 
not to receive you into their Communion. 

£ 4 I muft 
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- I muft not omit, i J^obn v. 7. There are Three that bear Re- 
cord in Heaverty the Father ^ the 5!wi, and the Holy Ghofl ; and 
thefe Three are One. I know you have a very Ihorc Anfwer to 
this Text, that it was inferted by fuch as you now call Atha- 
nafiahs. fiut this is a Point I fhall leave to be argued by 
Learned Men : Tis enough for me that I find this Text in my 
Bible •, and that it was in this Epiftle before the Time of ArU 
us 5 for St. Cyprian (viho liv'd about the Middle of the Third 
Century ) in Syllables quotes it ^ and therefore 'tis incumbent 
on the Arians to prove it was inferted ^ and it requires very 
plain and expreis Proofs to deprive us of fo long a Poffel- 
fion. 

But it is aftonifhing, that you ffliould, p. 29. with fo great 
Confidence peremptorily adej-t, that « no one Perfon excepted 
' againfl the Word Created fill Athanafius ^ nor any one affertedy 

* that the Son n>as uncreated till he did it:* For your own 
(Quotations convidl you, at leafl the Authors you have direded 
me to, have furnifh'd me with many Inflances that confute you ; 
And have you never feen Bifhop BWfs incomparable Book? Do 
you not know that your Learned Friend Dr. Clark rejefts the 
TeAimony of the Fathers? And does not Dr. IVaterl^nd^ in his 
admirable Traft, give the Reafon for it, i;/:^. ** Becaufe he knows 
*' they are againft him / 

'Tis no lels aAonifhing that you (hould venture to alTert, that 
P * for the Coeternity of this Spirit^ or even his equal Antiquity 

"• 37» < ^jth the Son, there is not One proper and direff Teflimonyy Sa- 

* cred or primitive^ that you knor^ of^ now extant in the Records of 

* the Chriftian Church ^ till long after the Council of Nice, in the 

* latter Days of Athanafius himfelf * Experience has too much 
confirmed the malicious Man's Rule, fortiter calumniare^ aliquid 
harebit: And there can be no Reafon for fuch bold pofitive 
Aflertions, but only the Hope that fome unwary Men may be 
thereby induced to think there may be fome little Truth in 
them ; For Men may be deceived in fuch Opinions^ tho' no 
iVrgumcnts can be found fufficient to convince them. 

For my Part, I think the Texts and Teftimonies, which you 
have cited to prove the Holy Ghofl created^ made^ and not eter» 
pal., ( if the firfl were juftly and truly interpreted, and the lai;- 
ter fairly jreprefen^ed ) would be fufficient to confute , you. 
But 1 Aiall [hew, 

Firfl^ That you have miferably mangled and mifreprefented 
thefe Quotations ; as you have done the Authorities relating to 
tl e Son: And that thefe very Authors, whom you have taught 
me to confult, do, in other Places, in mod exprefs Words 
ii^icrt the Divinity of the Holy Ghoft^ as fully as we profefs to be- 
liQVL it ; 

And then prove the fame by plain Texts of Scripture. 
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Firfl, Yoa cite Tertullian adverfus Prax. for fsyiog, * Ifuppt^e P. 35. 

* the Spirit is derived from no other Original^ than from the Put her 

* by the Son i ' Tertuliian's Words are, Quia Spiritum non aliunde 
pHto qu^ ^ Fatre per Ftlium. ' 

Origen might have been omitted in your Tranflation, but that 
you thought it would feem to your Reader to imply a Crea- 

The mod that can • fairly be inferr'd from this Paflfage, is, 
chat in TertuUians Opinion the Froceffim of the Hdy Gh^ was 
from the Father ( Jid ) not and C 3^ ) che Son, as the Do- 
^rine of the (freek Church is, and has formerly been the Sub« 
left of a great Difpute : But ncverthelefs, that this was not 
TertkUiani Opinion, will appear by what follows, p. 877. Ter» 
tius eft Spirit us ^ Deo & Filio : The Third is the Spirit from God 
C the Father ) and the S(m. 

But to your Quotation, I further fay : 

TertulUan was anfwering an Objeftion, that Three Perfons in Adv.Praz. 
the Godhead deftroy*d the Monarchy of the Deity ; * Uo^ £iys p. 845. 

* TertulUan^ ( *i) for the Monarchy is to be under flood to be then 
^ fubverted^ when another Dominion of its own Condition and 

* proper State^ and therefore emulous^ is fupPvin/Jur0/i^ ; 

* when another God is brought in^ or there are many ^^f 

< But /, who deduce the Son, non aliunde, from no other than 
'« the Subftance of the Father^ how can / be faid to deftroy the 

* Monarchy ? And fo it mufl be faid in the Third Degree^ be- 

< caufe I think the ffoly Spirit i\ non aliunde^ from no other than 

* from the Father by the Son •, as he had faid a little before, 
« ( *■ } How can God feem to fufFcr any Divifton or Difperfm in 

* the .Sbn and /jTo/r Ghoft^ who hold the 5W:0im/ and 77;rr</ Rank 
« Partakers (^Conforts ) of the subftance of the Father 5 as he 
had faid, />. 844. ( againfl thofe who believ'd God to be One, no 
otherwife than as if the fame ffypoftafts or Perfon were Father^ 
and Son and Holy Ghoft) (^) < as if t>iie might not be AS in this 

* Way 



( ^ ) Everfio monarchic ilia efl tibi incelligenda cum alia 
Dominatio fax conditionis & proprii ftatus & per hoc xmula 
fuperinducitur ^ cim alius Deus infertur adverfus Creatorem, 
tunc male chm plures fecundum Valentinos & PrnHirAc 
Cxterikm qui Filium non aliunde dcduco fed de fubflanti^ Pa- 

tris. Quomodo pofTum de fide dcflruere monar- 

chiam Hoc mihi & in Tertium gradum diftum fit, quia 

Spiritum non aliunde.puro quim ^ Patre per Filium. 

(rj (^ualeefl uc Deus divi(ionem & difperfionem pati videa- 
tur in Filio & in Spiricu Sanfto fecundum & tertium fortitis 
locum tam confortibus fubdantix Patris. 

(^ ) Dum unicum Deum non alias putat credendum quam ii 
ipfum cundcmq-, & Pacrcm $c Filium & Spiritum Sanftum di- 

cat , 



* way alfo, fo long as Alt arc of ^f, t^/^. by die Vrnty' of 

* Subflanct. And chc Diyine Oeeonomy difpofes this T/nify fn- 

* to Trinity^ Father ^ Son^ and fhfy Ghtfi •, ThreCy not in (fia^ttj 
« Condithn^ but D^^r^e (or (^rd'fr; J not in SkbSance^ but in 

* fbrw, &c. Which, p. 855. he repeats, fpeaking rf the K^- 
/Aer and ihe 5b«, * (*) not Tm GWx, but as Ai^Afr and Sbn 
« Two J not by any Separation of Subdanpc, but by Difpofitioti ; 
^ for wc aUcrt the 5im to be uncSvfded and infeparate from the 

< Father. And ^. 847. (») We fay the 5bfi proceeds by Froia- 

* thn from the F<i/*er, but is mm feparated from him. The Pa* 

* rfer, 5!?n, and H^ly Ghofl are infepdrate fipom each ori\er. 
^ And p, 849. t^^/^Me ^effM nnmn fkbSiantiam in tnbns coharenti^ 

P. 35. Your Quotation out of OrigeiCi Comment on Sc ^oibn, p. $^. 

is moft ftrangcly reprcfcnccd ^ for upon the Text in St. ^oib/f, 
that att things were made by the Wordy he HaKsTi^iYe Opinions ; 
not that any of them were given as his own^ but as in the Per- 
fonof (i$hers \ and the Conclufion, which may feemto be his 
Opinion, you have perverted by your Tranflation. 

The firft of thefe Opinions is, that < v^htveuer fays that the 

* Holy Spirit k a Being made, and allms this Text in St. Jfohn, 

< mitft of Neceffity oBon^j that be was made by the Word, and 
« by Confequencc (' here you make a M B. ) the Word vfoit 

* mt/re ancient than He. 

Now all this is certainly^ true, if the Holy Spirit be a Being 
made 5 but this wants to be proved, nor is it Ortgen*s Aifefftton 5 
and the Confequcnce, that, in that Cafe, the Word is more 
ancient than Me^ is alio certain and obvious without your M B. 
Which (hews indeed your own Opinion, but not Origen\ tho' 
. perhaps you inferred it to induce the Reader to think fo. 

The Second Opinion is, * That whoever will n*t admit the Ho* 

* ly Spirit to be made by Chrift, mnft by Confeqnence fay that be 

* k Unbegotten, if he judges mhat is frnd in ( not the, at you 
« render it generally^ but) this Gofpel, (viz. this Text in St. ]ohn) 

* to be true. 



en ; quafi Bon iic quoq^ unus fit omnia, dum yx uno omnia per 
fubflantiz fc. Unitatem^ & nihiiomtnus cuAodiatur oinovofiioi 
lacramentum qux unitaccm in Trinitatem difponit, tres diri- 
gens Patrem & Filium 8c Spiritum Sandtum, tres autem non 
ilatu fed gradu, nee fubflantia fed form^ &c. 

(<) Dii non duo, fed qui Pater & Filius duo, non ex fepa- 
ratione fubAantiz fed ex difpofitiooe, individuum & infcpera- 
turn Filium I Patre pronunciamus. < 

(») Prolatum dicimus Filium I Patre, fed non feperatum, 
infeperatos ab alterutro Patrem, FiKum & Spiritum Sanctum 
teftor. 

Here 
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Here yoa flop, as ic were, to give us oar Choice of thcfe 
Two Opinions^ knowing, that tho' wc do affcrt that the ffoljt 
Spirit is a neceffary Efflux of the Dtity^ ^ proceeding from the 
%fn5es^otten Father^ (as we fay the Sm is alfo by being begotten 
of the Father) yet wc do acknowledge that Vnbegotttn is faid 
particularly of the Father^ and, in Confcquence of this our 
Doftrine, yoH imagine, chat fince wc both (hall difallow this 
/«oii/ Opinion, (unlcfs you will change the Term VrAegotten tor 
unmade^ as ^'^(tWr alfo fignifics ) we mud agree with you in* 
chisjfr/?. 

But you have omitted the Th'trd Opinion, which is of one 
who afferts, (p) * That there is no profer^ peculiar Effence (i'hoM 

* itnoj^) of the Holy Sprrit different from che Father and the 

* Son. 

If by }jjldp induf fhould be meant m diflinO Ferfonality^ V9t p . 
fliall both agree in rejecting this Third Opinion, and fo docs ^ r** 
Origen too. ^P^ 

But if icVtff i^tf# be taken, as I have rendered it, (and it P'7®®' 
properly fignifics J for Subfiance or EJJence^ then here tne Con- 
fubftantiality of tne jfioly Spirit is afferted : Then the Text, 
JIfatt. xii. 32. is cited, that Blajphemy againfl the Son fhallbe 
forgiven^ but againfl the Holy Ghofk/hali not be forgiven ; as it is 
aJfo cited in Famphilus's Apobgy, p. ^54. with this Expref- 
fion of Admiration, (<i) * O, how great is the Atajefiy of the 
Holy Spirit. 

Then immediately after this Text in St. Afatthen^y follows 
the laf! Part of your (Quotation, which for the Arange Tranfla- 
(ion and perverting of it, I will fct down in diflind Columns* 

In jour Tranflation. I As in the G r e e k. 



We who are perfuadedy that 
the Father, J5on, and Holy 
Gbofl are Three Subftances, 

and 



I 



(') We therefore who areper" 
fuadedy that there are Three 
Perfons or Subfifteaces, Father, 

Son, 







fMj^ iaietr Tivet M!ai vtpi^ivtu th a^h TvdifJULr^ Iti^ 

(^) Quis ergo non obftupefcat quanta Ma;eftas fk Spiritfts 
Sanfti. 

C) 'HfJifif fit^T^i }« 'TfHf 'Csngd.jetf th^/J^os nuf^fivay t 

'gdv-mv J^A A ?\.oyH zH^o/t/^tor, to A}iov nndSfJut -mLvmv Ht) 



, 1 
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and do believe: there is nothing 
unbegotcen but the Father \ do 
admit this Notion as agreeable to 



Son, and Holy Ghoft, and do 
Ifelieve that there is nothing un- 
begocteo but the Father, or that 



Piety and fruthy that when all [ if' difFcrctit from the Father ^ 
things are faid to be made by I <fo admit as pious and trtte^ Cait 
the Word, the Holy Spirit is I Things being made by the Word^, 
^/^ moifl honourable, tf;fiFirfl| that the Holy Ghofl is more ho^ 



in Order of thofe Beings Tvhich 
the Father made by Chrift. 



nourable than all Things^ and 
in Order or Station, than alt 
Toings made by the Father by 
Chrift. 



f 
u I 



Befides other Faults in your Tranflatton, I mull take notice 
that you turn vfnthtefiv into a Superlative, mofl honourable, in 
fpight of your Gramnur, and infert Firft in fpight of your 
Author, in which it is not. 

The Import of this PafTage fecms to be this : That there are 
Three diHin^ Pcrfons or Subfiifences^ ( not Subflances ) viz* The 
Pat her y the Son, and the Holy Ghoft ^ and tho' it be true, that 
there is nothing unbegotten but the Father ^ and that all Things 
were made by him 5 yet *cis true too, that the Holy Ghoft, who 
IS One of thofe Three Pcrfons, is more honourable than all Made 
or Created Beings, and is in Rank and Station above, or more 
honour able than all Things made by the Father, by or through 
Chrijl. 

But whatever Doubt there may be of Origens Opinion or 
ExprefTions in this Paffage, the Account which Pamphilus gives 
of him is full and clear, and fets forth Origen's Sehciments of 
the Holy Spirit in Terms indifputable. 

Apoloe. * Scriptures, by which the Holy Ghoft could be [aid to be a Creature ; 
and yet, of all the Fathers, none were better, fcarcc fo well, 
vcrs'd in the Scriptures as Origen. 
\ (^) P. 754. he fays, * That Baptifm was not compleat, but by 

* the Atithority of the Trinity, that u, by the Naming of the Fa- 
,* ther^ Son, and Holy Ghoft \ and, particularly y that the Name of 

* the Hoi) Ghoft muft be join'd with the Father and Son. 



0) Veruntamen ufqj ad prajfens nullum fcrmonem in Scrip- 
turis fanftis invenire potuimus, per quem Spiritus SandusCrca- 
tura efFe diceretur. 

(^) Salutarc baptifmum non nifi excellcntifiimaj Trinitatis 
authoritate. ^ i.e, Patris & Filij, & Spiritus Sanfti cognomina- 
cione compleatur, & innato Deo & unigenito ejus Filio, nomen 
guoqj Spiritus Sjnfti copulctur, 

) 
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C^ ) ^' 7^5* He makes the Omnlfcknce of the Holy Spirit a 
Proof of his Dm»//>, , faying, * That as the Father and the Son 

* Mimws the Beginnings and EnOf of allTbingSj fo aifo does the ffofy 

* Spirit 5 which is impojjiblefor a Creature to do* 

I have io a former Place taken notice of your (Quotation, 
p> 95. of Iren£us^ that the Text in Genefts^ Let us make^&cc^ 
was fpoken to the Holji Ghofi^ as well as to the Son \ and you 
have alfo cited him for applying the 8th of the Prffverbs to the 
/:/dly Spirit ^ and then, nocwithftanding your Notion of the 
Creation of the Holy Ghoft by the Son, if the Son was created the 
Beginning of his Ways, and the ffoly Ghofi was aJfo created the 
Beginning of his Ways, then there are Ti^o Beginnings. 

^nd tho' I have alio quoted Athenagoras before, I mufl once 
more mention what he fays i//j^. * The ffoiy Ghoft is the Efflnx 

* of God, (lowing from and refleftedback to him, as the Rays 

* of the Sun. Who then would not wonder, that they fhould 

* be caird Atheifts^ who acknowledge God the Father ^ God the 

* Son^ and the Holy, Ghofly (hewing lx)th their Fojver in Vnity^ 

* and Diftin^ion in Order. ^ 

And now furely I may venture to contradict you, and fay, 
that there are fome proper and direct primitive Teftimonies for 
the equal Antiquity of the Holy Ghoft with the Son, nay, and for 
his Coeternity. For Athenagoras and Iren^us liv*d in the Second 
Century j TertuUian, Origen and Pamphilus in the Third, long 
before Arius broach'd his Hcrefy, or Athanafms had Occafion to 
aflert our Faith in Oppofition to it ^ fo that you mufl blot thefe 
cue of your Catalogue, f. 29. of the Defenders of your Do- 
^rine, and the refl too, if your Quoucions out of thera be 
like thefe which I have examined \ and I have a Right to 
_ conclude they are no J>ettcr, till tliefe are juftify'd to be true 
and fair y which, I am confident, is impofTible co be done. 

I fhall now mention fome of the Sacred Tcflimonies, which 
the Scriptures afford us. 

I have already taken notice of the F^rm of Blejfingin the 
Name of the Holy Ghoft, as well as of the Father and of the 
Son 'y and that we are in like Manner to be baptix'd y and of 
the Inference Crimen makes from the Omnifcfence of the Holy 
Spirits And St. Faulhys, i Cor* c, ii. v. xo. ' The S^xtitfearch- , 

• eth the deep Things of God j and a;. 11. * The Things of God >q a - 

* knorveth no Man, but the Spirit of God. 

So I Cor. xil. St. Paul reckons up the feveral Gifts of the Holy 
Spirit, in the 7th, 8th, 9th, loth, iithVcrfesj and in the 28th 



(^) Sicut Pater novit initia omnium quse funt& fines, fie & 
Filius fic & Spiritus Sanftus Iciacjd j quod impoflibikcfl omni 
Crcatur* cognofccre. 
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he afcribes them all to God ; and as he fays in the 4^2 Vcrfey 
* There are Vtverfitks cf Gifts ^ but the fame Spirit: So in the 
4th and 5th Verfes he fays, ^ ft is the fame Lord^ the fime 
« God which worketh all in all. 

Ram. ix. i. Sc Fdul calls the Holy Ghofi to witnefs : Thi$ is, 
fwearing by him, which is appealing to him as knowing our 
Hearts, which God only does. / the Lord fearch the Hearty I 
try the Keins^ Jcr. xvii. 10. And 'tis an Aft of Adoration due 
only to AlmUhty God\ and therefore our Saviour forbids 
ns to (wear even by Heaven^ tho' it be cbe Throne of God, 
Matth. V. 34. 

A8s V. 3. Sr. Peter tells Ananias^ ffe had lied to the Holy 
Ghoft ) and v. 4. he fays that by fo doing, he had lied unto 
God. 

A8s xiii. 2. Tie Holy Ghofl f^dy Separate me Barnabas and 
^aul \ and V. 4. they being fcnt forth, preached, v, 5* the 
Word of God. 

Thefe may bcfufficient tofhew, that there are Sacred Tefti- 
monies alfo afTcrting the Godhead of the ffoly^Ghoft. 

And therefore let mc exp(5ftulate with you, Why you never 
make him the direct Objeft of siny DoKoIogy at all ? For if he 
be God 'j if he bellows upon us all other Gifts and Graces, by 
which we are enabled to do any Service to God^ as is evident 
both by Sacred and Primitive TeHimonies, all Afts of Adora- 
tion are due to him ^ and, ad hominem^ I may lay) you efpc- 
cialJy fhould not deny this to him ; becaufe in the Doxologies, 
which you quote, you allow this Ail of Divine Worship to be 
^ paid to Chrifty tho* you make him but a Creature j which, if 
but a Creaturcy ought not to be paid to him. 

There can be no doubt, but that the Doxologies in the Scrip- 
ture may be pioufly us'd by any good Chriflian^ God^ forbid, 
that they fhould be call'd Arian,: But if they, who deny the 
Divinity of the Lord Jefus Chrifty and of the Holy Ghoflj ufc 
. thefe Poxologies in Oppofition to the Divinity of Cbrifi and the 

ktlnnl ^^^^ ^ ^^' ^"^ ^^ * Declaration of their Denial of it; then thcv 
^he^ijbop jire ArianSy or fomething (I know not what, for you call botn 
of London, ^^^-^^^ j^^j Athanafmns Hereticks ) which is not Cbriman, by 
Pj. 5- wrefling and abufing thofe Scriptures to a Purpofe very ditfc- 

PlaJ. xa. ,.g„j f^Qj„ j{^^ Dottrine therein exprefsly affcrted and delivered 
*'• . tons. The Devil quoted to our Saviour the Scripture cxaftiy 

Mat. IV. 6. .jj Syllables •, but in the Application and Ufe he made of it, 
Luk.iv. to. j^g ^jjg i^ju ^ ly^^i^ a Tempter, and a Liar, as much as from tke 
Beginning' 

Now whatever may be that Sin againft the Holy Ohojl^ which 

our Saviour fays ftiall never be forgiven, furely denying that 

Holy Spirit, reducing this Third Perfon in the Bleffed Trinity po 

Heb. X. a Creature^ and that of a Creature \ and doing this de[pjghi to 

2^. the Sfnit of Grace, mu(l mofi of ail be a Sin againfl Himi And 

tho* 
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tho' there be a Sin unto Deaths for which Sr. John will not fay i John v« 
; that ype /hall prajfy yet in Charity I will hope yo^ arc not 10 i6. 
hardened in it, but chat you \Vill find Place for Repcintance, and Heb.xiii. 
a Way u cban^e your Mmd ; and, in order to it, will feck it 17* 
tarneftly with Tears -^ and therefore {tho* you value not Anathe- YAi-mviit^ 
mdsy p. 41.) accept of my Prayers, that that Holy GboSfy that li^nr^ 
paraelet^ diat Advocate^ who maketh Interceffton for us, mth Rom. viii* 
Groanings which cannot he uttered, may give you his Grace to fee 25. 
yoor Error, and to repair by a publick Recantation ( as much 
as hi you lies) that Scandal, which you have given to all true 
Chrimans by fo unwarranted and biafphemous a Doflrine. 

I fhould now, according to your Method, fum up the Evi- 
dence on both Sides ^ but when I confider how few Texts of 
Scripture you have cited, and how ftrangely you have mifcon- 
ftrued ^nd mifaj^lfd them -y and how you have mangled your 
Tcflinionies, by leaving out and putting in whatfocver fuitcd 
your Purpofe j I may very juftly fay, as you do, p. 97. it is 
not rtecejfary to divide them under Two Heads 5 for you may be 
feid to have made Evidence, but to have produced none ; So that 
if renouncing your firfl Faithy into which you were baptiz'd, be 
a Falltng awa)y and that be a Crucifying the Son of God afrefi:^ I Hcb. i. 5. 
doubt we cannot fay for the fame Reafon, for whidi our Savi- 
our pray'd for them, who actually did crucify him, Father^ Luk.xxiii. 
forgive themy for they know not what they do. 34» 

On the other hand, if the Texts and Prophecies xn the Old 7e- Joh. v. ^9* 
ftamenty which teftify of the Meffiahy and what he was to be j 
9iid if the Opinion and Expeilation of the Jews founded tlierc- 
upon be of any Value: 

If Revelations from Heaven^ the Voice of Godtht Father bear- 
ing Witnefs of hira, the H)ly Spirit of Tyuthy the Ajfertions pf 
our Saviour himfelf^ and the Writings of the infpird ApoftleSy 
and their SNccejOorx, to the Time of i4rm, are /if^ien^ Evidence 
of Truth: 

If Miraclesy fuch as no Man ever did, wrought by his, own 
Power, and in his own Name^ raiiing himfelf from the Dead^ au- 
thoritatively forgiving SiwJ, giving the Holy Ghofl and Eternal 
l^ifcy receiving and requiring from aU Men Adoration^ and Wor^ 
/hip, and Honour^ no lefs than what is p<yd to the Father^ are as 
good Proofs of his Dmw//>, as they arc of Omnipotency^ which 
I rake to be fymnimous ^ 

Then tlic Author and Finifljer of our Faithy the Lord Jefus^ is 
eternally God^ the Godoi our Salvation j and we muft with joyful ^^ . 
Lips praife him, and fay, Before thou hadfl formed the Worlds PlaJ.xc.2. 
from Everlafting to Everlafting thou art God. 

And no lefs is the Holy Spirit •, for which the Authorities and 
Proofs have been but fo little before racntion'd, that I need not 
repeat them. 

This 
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This IS the Fabb which has been delivefd U the Saints 5 thi$ 
has been profefs'd and tauibt for 300 Years, afcer Cbrifl^ ( as the 
incomparabJe Bifhop BuOhiih irrcfragably prov'd ;) This is 
whac hath been aonfirmed by their Afiracks^ and feaPd with 
their Blood ^ and alfo of their SucceJJors^ in Oppofition co 
Ar'tuf and his Difciples, and in Spight of the fevereft^ and 
indeed more barbarous PerfecutloU than ever was fuffer'd un- 
der the mod cruel and inhuman Heathens* This Seedoiiht Church 
has brought forth Frun for thefe 1300 Tears from that Time.* 
In all Which long Time, have there been no learned^ no 
fiQUs^ unblafs'd Men in the Chriflian Churchy in no Part of the 
World, to refcue our Holy Religion from the Errors which 
you now impute to it ? Were they all, in all thefe Ages, 
corrupt and become abominable ^ Was there none that would 
do fo^reat good\ no, not one? This is a very heavy (^ think 
whether it be not alfo a very arrogant ) Charge : Think whe- 
ther againfl fuch a Cloud of fVitneffes^ a Man may not be 
fufpcfted to be n^i[e in bis ovpn Conceit 5 cfpecially fincc one 
Afts XX. Apofile has told us, that grievous Wolves will enter in^ not 
I'. 29, ^c^ [paring the Floch \ (and fuch lurely the Arians have prov'd, 
.., and even more than at firft the Gnofticks : ) And that Men 
a Tim. 111. fhould 2ii\iQ^ [peaking perverfe Things^ to drar^ away Difciples 
^* after them ^ fuch as /illy Women^ or Men weak in Faith : And 

Rom. X!^*« another Apoftle has foretold, that there (hall be falje Teacbers^ 
!• whojhall privily ( I wiih I had no Occafion now to add Openly ) 

2 Pet. 11. ijr/ri^ jn damnable Herefies. ( I am forry to rekcon you among 
1. thcni, as I mufl by the Defcripcion which the fame ApolUe 

: §^^^^ °^ them, i/iXO even denying the Lord that bought them. 
John xv:. ^jjjj unicfs thac My Ghoft^ who was fcnt from Heaven to lead 
*3' . and guide us into all Truth, and to teach us all Things^ has taughc- 

xiv.25. you CQ ^jejjy hinjfcif. and that you can Evidence your Do- 
^rine, as the Apofllcs did thac, which they did^ and we do 
prolcfs by the miraculous Gifts of that Holy Ghofl •, you muft 
cxcufe me^ and Mankind will excufe themJePoesUom fubmitcing 
to your Authority^ and peremptory^ ill grounded Affertions, in 
Contradiftion of thofe Apofiles, who, we both agree, did write 
as they were moved by the Holy Ghofl. 

And tho' it be one great Blefling and Privilege of the 

^Jer. xxxi. Kingdom of the Mejfiah, foretold by the Prophet^ and repeated 

*34- ... by St. Paul^ that all (hall know the Lordy from the leafi to 

Heb. vin. ffjg greaPefl 5 and the Scriptures were written for this Pur- 

^'' . ... Po^^> ^n^ ^^^ profitable for InftruHion-^ and arc able to makt 

2 Tim, ill. ,is^ and even Children (for hterally Timothy y to whom it is 

'^•. ... faid, h^^ known them from d Child) wife unto Salvation ^yet 

2 Tim. iii, they muft be forbid co all FroteflantSj as well as PapiftSy 

15. who are not fo learned and cunning Interpreters of eheni as 

your (clf and your Friends, left chey fhould be led by them 

At\s xxiv* ^^^^ thii. Faith and Worfl/ip of their Fathers^ which Tou call He- 

20, ''V- Bifhop Kidder mentions a fabulous Story among the Jewsy 

Thac 



1 

That when Almghty God diftaced che firft Chapter of Genefis 
to JHofeSy and came to the 25th Vcrfc, Ut Us make Man ; 
Afofes vfzifiartledy and pray*d him to alter that Expreflion, leil 
it might be interpreted of a Plurality of Gods ; but was anfwcr- 
edy Writt zslamthand you : So I fimcy if you had been the 
APnamenfis to tht Apoflleiy you would nave proposU^to chem 
t<^ alter tjiofe f acred and inf^iid Writings, which to exprepfy^-- 
icrt thcD'tvintty of the Son and HUy Gbtfi •, and tijcy would Mvc 
anfwered you, as Crcd did MofeSy or as St. Pad tells the Ctfriii- 
tbians in the Cafe of the Lord's Supper, Klr<<f / deliver toyml i Cor. xi. 
received of the Lard-^ and as he tells the Ephefiansy Imufl not 23. 
/him to declare unto you aU the Connfel of God ; for there will arife Afts xx* 
Men fpeakm^ perverfe Tbmgs^ &c. and other FoutuLttion can no v. 27. 
Man lay, than what U iaid^ which is fefns Cbriji. Ycr. 30. 

iCor-iiiV 

To conclude: Faithy lays the ApofUe, it the Evidence of it. 
Things not feen^ not to be judg'd by our Senfe or (hallow Rea- Heb.xi. r. 
foning grounded upon it : Hardly do we j^uefs aright at Things Wifd. ix. 
that are upon Earthy but the Things that are in Heaven^ who hath 16. 
fearched out ,^ For the more thou fearchefl^ the more thou /halt maf" 2 Efdr.iv. 
^eiy at the infinite Wifdom and Goodnefs of God in viiiting his 26. 
Creatures, till we come to fee him as he is^ and to know him even i John iii» 
as we are kwfwn, 2. 

I pray God to enlighten your Eyes, that you may know at i Cor.xiii, 
leaft in this your Day the Things which belong to your Peace: And 12. 
God grant that we may meet in Communion with the Church Luke xix« 
of God here, and with the Saints hereafter : That beginning 42. 
ourPraifcs upon Earth, we m^y he admitted to join with the Eph,i.i8, 
heavenly Choir in eternal Alleluiahsy to the Glory of God the Fa^ 
thmr^ God the Son^ and God the Holy Ghojl, One God, Bleffed for 
ever. This is the fureft Mark, I can give you, of Fricndftiip ^ 
And that 
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Tour Mumhle Servant^ 
Burley, 
Sept. 23. lyif. 
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HERE arc fbme Things in your Letter relatmg to this 
Controvcrfy, but not property the Skbjc^ of it, which I 
have not uken notice of in, the foregoing Letter, though they 
fcem more particularly addrefs'd to roe ^an all the reft j and. 
"therefore I will now tell you what you may cKpeft from roc 
concerning them. 
P. gS. You wifh that I may be a happy Means of bringing all the 

Parts of our ' old gemne Cbriftianity to liich a faifj gpen and 
* impAYtial Examination, as you have proposed. 

If you mean, ^s you ought, that Method^ which in aU Ages 
' has been thq Praflicc of the Church in determining Contr<rverfieSy 
X heartily concur with you ; and we have in our happy Con- 
fiitutkn that Method eflabrifk'd by I-^ir; Xht Convocation \^ z 
Part of the Parljument^ and as of Right it mufl be fummon'd 
with the parliament 5 fo that Summons will be rend red infii^ 
'nifiUnt and nugatory^ if they are not permitted to fit and aB 
in taking Care of that Flock of Cbrifl, of which the Holy Ghoff 
has made them OverfeerSy and which the Laws of the Land 
have commtcted to them ^ efpecially at a Time when the Do- 
Brines of our mofl holy Faithy and che Apoflolical Inftitution of 
tiie Government of our Churchy arc fo virulently attacked, and 
in fo open and infolent a Manner. 

It was the Advice of Afec£nas to Augu^us^ never to fuffer 
any Innovation in Religion ; becaufe the Peace of the Staie de- 
pended upon it: That Prince had Peace in all th^ World' 5 but 
what DiflurbanceSy what MiferieSy Innovations in Religion have 
caus'd in this Nation, the Hiftory of the lafl Age informs us 
iuificiently ^ and how fatal the Feuds and Anirriofitiesy occa- 
fjon'd by the Pretenders to Religion, in this may be, no Man can 
foretely every good Man fears. . 

Now whatever ill Ufe has been made of the Text for fuffer* 
ing the TareSy which were f own by the Enemy y to grow up with the 
W:eat •, yet furejy we are not to lay our felvcs to flcep on pur- 
i^je £0 give the Enemy an Opportmtj to fow them. The Jews 

reckon 
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reckon they are forbid even by the Law otrM&fes to revile the 
Gods of other Nations, which were no Gods : But that the Shn 
of Qod, whom we, and all Chriftenchmy adore as the God of our 
Salvation^ (hould be r^vi/W, trampled upon^ smd put to open Shame ^ 
by tbcfe of our on^n Kation^ lO Conteippc.of the Laws of the 
Land as Well as of (r^ uncmtrouf^d^ without any Animadverjm^ 
mchouc giving the proper Champions of our Faith an Oppor-* 
tufiity to refkte and reclaim them from their Errors^ is fo unac- 
countable a Proceeding both in Prudence and Religion^ chat I 
will hope a fpeedy Remedy will be apply'd to it ^ and thac 
thofe^ ivho are in Authorityi^ will free themfelves not only from 
the Skfpicion^ but from the real Guilt too oi bei^s Partakers o£ 
other Men's Sins j for, <m non prohibet^ cnm poteft^ jubet : And 
therefore that they will advife his Majefly to give the Fathers 
and Paflers of onr Church Leave to fpeak for chemfelves, and in- ^ 
deed for the King : For Defender of the Faith is not an empty Ti- 
tle. The Defenfe of the Chiarch of England^ and the holy Rdi- 
ghn profefs'd in it, is the Foundation of the Revolution^ and of 
/fis Afajefiy's Succejion to the Throne. And, after aU our Expe- 
riments, this Church will be found to be, as was faid of the 
Sanftuary, The Excellency of our Strength^ and indeed of all the Ezekiel 
prot eft ants in Europe 5 who, as much as they want rmr Support , xxiv. 21. 
will have little Reafon to think we (hall be much concerned 
for them^ with whom^ in fome Points we differ, if we (hew 
but little Zeal for our common Chriftianity^ in which we 
. a^ree. 

By what I have now faid, and in the foregoing Letter, you 
may cafily conclude, what my Opinion will be of your De- 
mand of an open Toleration : If the Lord Jefus be a Creature^ 
and you worfhip him, 'tis Idolatry : If he be Gody and you 
deny him, 'tis Blafphemy. And what Punilhment ^/m/^A/> 
God ordain'd for both thefe Sorts of Offenders you know. Whail 
Texts have you to quote for an Exemption from thofe Pe- 
nalties J or, at Icaft, fuch as the Laws of the Land inflift > 
What can we fay in Confcience for an Indulgence^ and there- 
by, in fome Meafure, eUabliflmg thefe Iniquities by a Law? 
When the Jews aitaulted the Chriftians, and were beaten * jf / ^^ gy 
even before the Judgment-Seat, 'twas no fmall Reproach to thehvccks 
Gaffioy that he cared for none of tbofe Things, Shall the States a "h xviti! 
ef the Realm out-do that flupid Governor^ and even countenance^ |\ 
nay authorise AiTaults upon the Lord Jefus himfcif? Thus we 
fhould expofe our felves to that fcvcrc Rebuke, Thefe are the ^..^h xii 
Wounds J which I received in the Houfe of my Friends^ ^ 

But if this were not the Cafe, with what Face can Arians 
ask fuch Favour from any who have ever read the Hirtory 
of their Barbarities ? 1 might fay. They have taught us i 
Leffon againfl themfelves ^ but I am far from inferring from 
thence a Retaliation ^ but furcly 'tis a prudent^ and, in this 
loofe Age, a neceffary Caution, hot to admit fwch Enemies 
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wichin oar Watt^ nor nuke it poflible for them efreri^ be in 
a Condition to praftife the like again* . 

As for that wonderful Book, as you call ir, p. 40. * The 
* Apfiftolical Ctmftitkthntj by which you wouM have thtDoffrine^ 

< Difcfpl'iney (hvemment^ Warfhip and Camms of the Church a- 

< mended \ or rather chat it might be admitted entirely as an 

< Original Ride and Standard in thefe Matters : I am not learned 
enough to argue from Authorities that This is not ^eiuime ^ bnc 
I have fome Things againfl the life Ton have made of it, and 
which you deiire others and the whde Church of God to do too. 

F. 40, 41. You your felf fay, p. 41. That yoii believe it to be genuine'^ 
and /dr the main lincorrupt. I cannot well reconcile thefe 
Two ; For if there be any kntmi Corruptions' in ic, then ic is 
not ienmne iTid Authentick 'y or at leaft it mufl be purg'd of 
thofe C^uptiont^ before it can be of any Authority: And how 
fhall we diflinguifli them ? I know you have a Ihort Rule for 
it, vTTi. Whatever does not fuit with your Opinion is corrupt ^ 
and by the fame Reafon, whatever does not fuit with your Ad' 
verfarJes OpMm^ mufl be judg'd by them to be corrupt : And ac 
this Rate the whde mufl be laid afide ^ and indeed it is very fit 
it Ihouid be fo. 

For how can This be a Rule and Standard^ which muft it felf 
be try'd by fome other RulCy before it can in Reafoii be admit- 

Atts XX, te^i to be fo ? And if in the Scriptures the Whole Counfel of God 

^7* hath been made knomt to us ^ if, as in the ^th Article of our 

. ... Church, they contain All Thirds neceffary to Salvation^ or as 

2 Tiro, uu 5^^ p.^^^ fjyj^ ^j^g ^i^ f^ ^^j^g ^ ^jj'g ^fQ Salvation^ What ntcd 

^^', . have we to feck for another Rule ? Or to heap to our felvcs 
2 Tim. IV. Tcjichers, having itching Ears? For 'tis, as St. Paul tells us, an 
3' Evidence^ that we will not endure found Do^rine, 

But 1 will fuppofe your Quotations out of this Book, ( for I 
have not compared them ) are, not like your other Quotations, 
but, in aU Refpefts, right and fair : Then if thefe are inconfi^ 
flent with the avoT»*d Writings of the Apcftles^ as mofl certainly 
they are \ Which of the Tv^o Ihall a Man, that is to form his 
Faithy be guided by ? Thofe Writings which are acknow- 
ledged by Both to be genuine^ and written by Tnfpiration ; or 
thofCf which are controverted ? The Choice is Eafy ; and befides 
xhe genuine Scriptures being firft written, Sc. Paul fays, tho* an 
Gal. i. 8. Angel from Heaven fhoM preach any other Gofpel than that which 
we have preached unto yoUy Let him be accurfed, 

But fuppofe you could anfwer every Objeftion to this wonder- 
ful Book, (which I am confident you cannot as a Scholar \ and 
t am fure you cannot reconcile or maintain the Concradiftions in 
•. M to the ^rutf Scriptures) I pray you to coniider the Corfe- 
quence of it, and the Mifchief you do to Religion by the At- 
tempt of ir 5 for the genuine Scriptures and this Book cannot 
both be true 5 but if both be afferted and made out to be of equal 
Authority, the Confequence ipuft be (a»d rficked J^en^ Athcifis 

and 
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and Ddfis will not fiiil co infer it ) thac wc mud believe neltber % 
for cho* one Part oi a CantraJiiim muft be true^ ycc a Wicnefs> 
who affirms both Parts, is never believ*d^ buc is fee afde as a 
/^)^ one in att Courts of che World \ becaufe one Part of whac 
hefaysmufl be/tfi^e; and chere can be no Reafon or Ob- 
ligation from blm to believe onp Part of what he fays more than 
the aiheri Sa that if the ApifiUs have really wrh or diBated 
borh the facred Books and the Conflitkthnsy they muA lofe all 
Credit of Infplid Writers, and confequencly you have fur- 
nifli'd a fufficient Argument to fet afide aU reveaPd Religio/r: 
So that I may JufUy fay of this Book, as the Roman Prxtor Liv. L 40i, 
FttiUius did of That of the Laws of Nkntd pompilius \ which^ 
like Thts^ was dug out of Rubbifh ^ that it was fitted only to 
diffohe all Religion \ or rather that This forms a Religion that is 
ic felf fit to be diff>lv% and therefore (hould be burnfy as 
That was by the Senate, rather than brought into the Canon of 
the ScrfptwreSj which we are fwre are the Word cf God. 

The Jefuits in China have f<Mrm'd a nem Gofpel, reprefenting 
our Saviowr only in his mo/f exalted State, concealing his Crnci' 
fixiw: On the other Hand, you are depreffing him into a 
Creature^ not ^onceaiingy but denying his Delt}. They might have 
learnt a better Lcflbn from St, Pauly of glorying only in the 
Crofs of Chrift'y and St. John hath told ToUy chat be who denies ^.j y - . 
ibe Son k Anticbrift : They take away the Means of our Salvation, , fl^n iL 
You take awav the Pmer^ by which he can beflow and gi%fe it '^ 
to us : They ipeak/ome Truth, but not the itbole Truth; You 
djn^ the Truthy which, St. John fays, is no left than m/ii/i!({ (?«/ i Jo^n v» 
4 X.Mr, by n(Xt belimng the Record which God gave of bis Son» lo. 
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BOO KS Printed fir fedward Valentine. . 

# 

TH £ whok works o[ ArchbifhofTilI^tfon, comaiQiDg thofe 
Sermons printed in his Lifettme, and all his Pofthumous 
ones, iince publiAi'd by Dr. Barker^ his Chaplain. In Three 
Volumcsy Folh» 

The Works of Sir William Temple^ Bart. To which is pre- - 
fix'd. Some Account of the Life and Writings of the Author. 
In Two Volumes, Mie* 

A Paraphrafe and Comment upon the Efnftles and GofpeJs* 
appointed to be ufed in the Church of England^ on all Sundays 
and Holidays throughout the Year. De%i)ed to excite Deiro- 
votion, and to promote the Knowledge and Pra^ice of Ancere ' 
Piety and Virtue. By Gearge SUnh^^ D» D. Pean of OmPcr- 
bury* In Four Volumes, Zvo. 

The/ConduA of Servants in great Families ; ConiiAiog of 
' Biffertacions upon feveral Paffagcs of the Holy Scriptures, re- 
lating to the Olhce of a Servant; with Ejaculations upon the 
Subjeft-M^tter of each Difcourfe« To tbcfe are annex'd, A 
Perfuaiivc to a conflant Attendance at the Devotions of th^ 
Family, and at the Holy Communion : And an earneA Exhor- 
tation to refrain, from Swearing, Cnriing and Drankennefs. 
Each of which Subjefts arc diflin^Iy treated in feveral Chap- 
ters. To which are added. Some Direftions to regulate the 
Private Devotions of Servants ; with Prayers and Hymns for 
that Purpofc. The whole is composed for the Efpecial Ufe of 
h(oblemen's and Gentlemen's Servants. Very proper to be gi- 
ven away to Servants. 120. 

. The Divinity of ^owr Saviouf proved, ia an Eday on the 
Eternity of the Son of God. 

Thefc Two by Thomas Seatofiy M. A. Chaplain to the Right 
Honourable Daniel Earl of Nottinghaniy and Fellow of 
Clare^Hallixi Cambridge. y 

Of the Law of Nature and Nations : In Eight Books. Writ- 
ten in Latin by Baron Puffendarf-y done into Englijh, by Bafd 
Kennety D. D. The Third Edition, h'olio. 

The Onmifciencc of the Son of God, an undoubted Argu- 
ment of his Divinity .* Being a Difcourfe upon St^ Mark xiii. 
32. I have yet mtmy Things to fay uMoyoUy but ye cannot bcAt- 
them nmy John xvi. 1 2. 
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